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I. Whetherit was the conſfant and uniform Practice of our Rez 9 
emen. 10 join in the Communion of the Church of England, @= == 
when they had Occaſion? _— 
II. Whether our Re Wen in their@Public Deed, openly and, i 
ſolemnly profeſſed, hat th ey were of One ene eee, 2 * p 
1 the Church of England? „ 
1 . Whether the Engliſh Liturgy was uſed in lender ſeveral 1 
F 3 Our Reformers : ? | | = 
; _ 
8 - "BY. a tras Son 77 the A Church of Scotland ; 
LE NT YT OR "IIa aody 
| Icannot but judge, that 1 Tenorante, or much Malice it 1 
1 i, that makes any traduce the Englith Common - Prager Book, as if 5 


— it were the Popiſh Maſs Book, or as bad as it: And to deter Men from: 


; Joining with thoſe Prayers and Services therein, which are good, u 7 
, it were joining with Antichriſt the Pope, (when they can hgraly be 
ignoranty that the Martyrs, in Queen: Mary's Days aburnt for 
1 it) 4s impudenz Falſhoot, Mr. Tombs, a Learned Noweconformitt, 
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VINDICATIO 


OF THE 112 


N 


Fundamental Charter of Presbytery, &c. 


60 UT a Vear and an half ago, 
2 Book was publiſhed, entitled, 

The Country-Man's Letter to the 

_ Carate; in which the Author. 


* View of the Exgliſh Liturgy, 
and to confute the Aſſert ions of the Author of 
the Fundamental Charter of Presbytery, concerning 
the univerſal Uſage of that Liturgy in Scotland, 


at the Time of the Reformation. The beſt 
Judges were of Opinion, That the odious Cha- 


racters, which he has beſtowed, not only upon 


his Adverſary, but many others of the higheſt | 
Dignity or molt eminent Vertue, were to be 
altogether neglected and deſpiſed; and that the 


weak Reaſonings and trifling Evaſions, which make 
up the reſt of his Book, deſerved far leſs any 


Anſwer. Hence it was, that none would trou- 


A 2 ble 


promiſes to give an hiſtorical 
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ble himſelf or others, by giving the World a 
public Cenſure of that Performance. This Si- 
lence was improved by the Presbyterians much 
to their Advantage; they Were ſo elevated by 
it, that they boldly gave it dur in City and 

| Country, That the Author Was a formidable 
and invincible Champion ; that he had entirely 
bafffed the moſt learned Author of the Charter, 
and ſolidly confuted his whole Book, without 
all Poſſibility of being anſwered. How un- 
fair and unjuſt this is, will appear to any who 
ſhall be at the Trouble only to conſider the 
8 Subjects of that excellent and accurate 
Work. 1 1 
I) be moſt judicious Author has proved, That 
the Church of Scotland mas not reformed ſolely, (y 
Perſons cloath'd with the Characters of Presbyters. 
zly, That our Scotiſh Reformers of whatever Cha- 

V rafters, were not of the preſent. Presbyterian Prin- 

ciples ; that they were not for the Divine Inſtitution 

of Parity, and the Unlamfulnaſf of Prelacy among ſt 

the Paſtors of the Church. zly, That Prelacy'and 

2% the Superiority of any Office in the Church above 

, Presbyters, was not a great and inſupportible Grie- ; | 
vance and Troable to this Nation, nor contrary to 
the Iuclinations of the Generality of the People, ever 

inte the Reformation. '4ly, "That it was not ſuch, 
when this-Article was eſtabliſhed'in'the Claim of 

Right. Fly, That ſuppoſing the Premiſſes in the 

Article were true, they could not be of any Force to 

infer the Concluſion, viz. That Prelacy, and the 

Superiority of any Office tn the Charch ought to bo 

£5 T0 ' aboliſhed. 


% 


ö Parity or Imparity among ft the Paſtors of the Church. 


fulnefſs of Prelacy. For diſcuſſing this Point, the 


abuliſbed. And wa | e Author has 
proved evidently, That the preſent *Preshyterians' 
have deſerted our firſt Reformer in the Faith, the 
Worſhip, ibe Diſcipline and Govermment of the 
Church. Theſe are the chief and ſubſtantial: 
Heads of that elaborate and (uſeful Book: And 
all of them are illuſtrated and ſupported by ſo 
many plain and convincing Proofs, that they 


muſt neceſſarily force our Aſſent, even ſuppo- 


ſing all rhat 'the Country-Mon has boldly ad- 
vanced, was true and certain. He has not dared 


to meddle with any of theſe Particulars, except 


the Second only; and he has been ſo wiſe, as 
not to touch the main Subject even of That. 


The Deſign of the Second Enquiry was to exka- 
mine, Whether our Reformers were of the preſent. 


Presbyterian Principles? Whether they mere far 
the Divine Inſtitution of Parity and the Unlam- 


oy 


learned Author did ſhow, That while our Refor- 
mation mas on the Wheel, and for ſome Tears after 
its public Eſtabliſhment, there was no ſutii Coutro- 
verſy agitated concerning the Divine Inſtitutton 4 


2ly, That we have no Reaſon to believe, That aur 
Reformers had any peculiar Moti ves or Occaſions, 


for adverting to the pretended Evils of Prelacy; or 


any peculiar Intereſts to determine them for Parity, 
beyond other Churches; or that they were more ſharp- 
ſighted to efpy Faults in Prelacy, or had Opportuni- 
ties or Inclinations to ſearch more diligently. into 
theſe” Mazters, than other. Reformers.  3ly, That 
0 „ none 


| 6 5 5 
none of our Martyrs or Confeſſors for the Reformed 
Religion, and none of our Reformers, who' lived 
when the Reformation was publickly eſtabliſhed, did 
either directly or indirettly aſſert the Divine Right 
F Parity. And for an Inſtance of this, the Au- 
thor has inſiſted at length, on Mr. Kpox, who 
is the chief, if not the only Reformer, that can 
be pretended to have been for the Divine Right 
of Parity: He has abundantly anſwered all that 
Calder wood, Petrie and others had advanced on 
that Head; and demonſtrated evidently, That 
Knox was far from entertaining any ſuch 
Thought. The 4th Topick is, How much Rea- 
ſon we have to believe, that our Reformers proceeded 
generally on the ſame Principles with the Reformers 
England, where the Government of the Church | 
4 Imparity was continued without Oppoſition, He Fa 
1 inſiſts at length upon this Conſideration, and * 
| proceeds by theſe Two Steps. 10. He repre- 
2 ſents how our Reformation, under GOD, was prin- 
1 cipally cheriſhed and encouraged by Engliſh Infla- 
NF ences. 2%: How, in Correſpondence to theſe Influ- 
ences,our Reformers were generally of the ſame Mind, 
with the Church of England, in ſeveral momentous 
Inſtances relating to the Conſtitution and Commu- 
# nion, the Government and Polity of the Charch, + 
= wherein our preſent Presbyterian Principles ſtand 
4 in direct Oppoſition to her. One of the Inſtances, | 
4 in which our Reformers agreed with the Church | 
1 of England, was, That they generally, or rather 
wniverſally, lool d on the Church of England as a 
4 . a 
1 Church ſo well conſtituted, that her Communion mas 
4 


f 3 | 7 | 7 5 s 
4 6 lawful Communion. And for this, our Author 


| Occaſion; 4s thoſe of 
with the Church of Scotland: And their open 


| in Two Evidences, viz. The conſtant and uni- 


orm Prattice of our Reformers 2 in the Com- 
munton of the Church q England, when they hau 
the Church of England did 


Profeſſion, in their Public Deeds, that they 
thought it lawful to communicate with her. The 
Second Inſtance of our Reformers agreeing 
with the Church of England is, That the 


Scots wſed the Liturgy of that Church, "for 
ſome Tears in their Public Devotions, After ſome 
other "Inſtances, ' our Author proceeds, and 


brings a Series of plain, poſitive, direct and 
formal Proofs, That our Reformers were far from 
being of the preſent Presbyterian Principles; that 
they were for Prelacy, and actually eſtabliſhed Im- 


parity among ſt Paſtors, as the Government of the 
Church. From this ſhort Abſtract of our Au- 


thor's Method for determining — oy: 
uiry, it may appear evidently, that ſuppoſing 
an the Country-Man has bold y aſſerted, were 


true; yet the Reſolution, which our Author 
gives, of all the Enquiries, continues till firm 


and unſhaken. The Country-Man has not 


thought fit ſo much as to call in queſtion our 
Author's Determination of Four of the Enqui - 
"ries: He has adventured only to touch the Se- 

cond; and yet he has not had the Boldneſs to 
deny or contradict” our Author's Reſolution 


of it. All he has done, is to attack two or 
three things, that had been brought for illu- 
N ſtrating 
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Preſumptions. We OR 
Tho? I hate mortally all Debates and Con- 
troverſies, and think what is already ſaid more 


with great Modeſty, allows to paſs for rational 


than ſufficient, to vindicate our Author and 


excellent Book; yet the Importunity of ſome 
Friends, whoſe Commands I cannot refuſe, has 
at laſt prevailed with me, to give my Thoughts 


more particularly, concerning the Country-Man's 


Letter to the Curate. I ſhall therefore, by the 
Aſſiſtance of GOD, do it with all poſſible 
Brevity and Candour, without Bitterneſs, Paſ- 


ſion or Rudeneſs. For certainly, Reaſon and 
Railing are different Things; unmannerly Scof- 


fing and fatyrical Jeſts, are not Wit; and want 
of Decency will be alwiſe thought, by good 
Men, want of Senſe. I heartily wiſh the 
Country-Man had fet me a fair Copy: If his 
Zeal for the Party had tranſported him only ſo 
far, as to give his Adverſary a Wipe now and 


then, in a cleanly Faſhion, he might have been 


more eaſily excuſed: But alas! he hath ſo far 
miſtaken himſelf, that he begins his Book with 
a moſt remarkable Inſtance of his good Nature. 
He acknowledges, That no Body can deny, that 
the Author of the Fundamental Charter was a ſage 


Perſon, a Man of abundance of Reflection: But, 
yet with the ſame Breath, he paſſes a very ſevere 
Cenſure on him, a one who wanted Candour, 
Ingennity and Honeſty. But, upon what, I pray, 
is ſo heavy an Imputation founded * Upon 

nothing indeed that I can ſee, but only, 7: wr be 


? 


| | "20 I 
has ſet off his Things with an Air, confidently aſſer- 
ted, and plauſibly coloured; tho? he ſeems to con- 


tradi himſelf in the very next Page, when 


he ſays, That his Author's Set of Demonſtrations 


have not a Colour of Probability, Well, let us 

rant him, that our Author has done no more, 
will it follow from thence, that he was diſinge- 
nuous, and advanced as Truths what he knew - 


to be arrant Falſhoods? Certainly not at all : 


This would be an Inference contrary to the 
plaineſt Rules both of Reaſon' and Religion. 
What if I ſhould grant, that the Conntry-Man 
has not only given us confident Aſſertions, but 
alſo coloured them plauſibly, which a great ma- 
ny are willing to allow; muſt I therefore fol- 
low his Example, and conclude him to be void 
of Candour and Ingenuity? GOD. forbid : 
Religion obliges us' to Charity, which thinketh 
no Evil. Epictetus a Heathen Moraliſt, can teach 
us to take every thing by the right Handle. Ma- 
ny affirm, with the greateſt Confidence, and 
even with an Air of Aſſurance, the groſſeſt 
Abſurdities both in Phzloſophy and Religion, and 


_ ſupport them with the weakeſt Arguments; 


and yet thoſe very Perſons are as firmly per- 


ſwaded of the Truth of what they ſo boldly aſ- 
ſert, as if they were Demonſtrations, or Self- 


evident Principles : Such is the Force and Influ- 
ence of Education, Paſſion, Pride, Party, In- 


tereſt, Ignorance, ſome Prejudice or other upon 
the Minds of poor Mortals. But enough of 


this raſh Cenſure, which can do no Hurt to 
that 


1 


6 IM 

that great and excellent . who now en- 
joys an incorruptible Crown, as the Reward 
of his Faith and Sincerity, his Conſtancy and 
Patience, his ſucceſsful Labours, and unwea- 
ried Diligence in the Service of GOD. 

The Country- Man gives us the Scope and De- 
ſign of his Book in theſe Words, as I find him 
(the Author of the Charter) ſaying of our Re- 
tormers (2), That they reformed intirely upon the 
ſame Principles with England; which bold AC 
ſertion he founds upon two very plauſible Ar- 
guments. The Firſt, That it was the conſtant 
and uniform Practice of our Reformers, to join in 
the Communion of the Church of England, when 
they had Occaſion. The Second, That our Refor- 
mers, in their Public Deeds, openly and ſolemaly 
profeſſed, not only that they were of one Religion, 
( which we acknowledge and hope they are 
{till fo. ) but of one Communion with the Church of 
England. And he concludes, that the EAg- 
liſh Liturgy was once univerſally in uſe in Scot- 
land, Whether he has made good theſe two 
Arguments, is now my Province to examine. I 

muſt here beg the Country-Mans Leave to in- 
form him, that our learned Author was ſo far 
from bringing theſe Arguments to prove, That 
our Reformers proceeded intirely upon the ſame. 
Principles with England, that he never aſſerted 
any ſuch thing; but on the contrary, has given 
a Specimen of ſeveral unaccountale Principles 
oppoſite to the Doctrine of that Church, which 

i 07 il 7 0 7: 7 5 wel 


P. 87, 


formity to the Liturgy; being big with Hope, 


1 
were defended and maintained by our Reſor- 
mers: Such as their Principle of popular Re- 
formations by Force; Ot the Neceſſity of de- 
fenſive Arms: Of the ſinfulneſs of Paſſive Obe- 
dience or Non-Reſiſtance: Of the Obligation 
of the Judicial Laws of Moſes in many Inſtan- 
ces, &c. The Arguments againſt. which the 
Coantry- Man's Letter is levelled, were brought 
by our Author to prove, That our Reformers ge- 


neralh, or rather unanimouſly, lookt on the Church 


England, 'as a Church ſo well conſtituted, that 
r Communion was a lawful Communion, And: 


alter he had ſet in a clear Light, and ſufficient · 
Ty proved the Firſt of them, taken from the 


Practice of our Reformers joining in the Com- 
munion of the Church of England, he adds in 
the Place cited by the Conntry-Man, viz. Page. 
80. 81. From all which it ſeems to follow, at leaſt 
ver) probably, that they Reformed generally, upon 
the ſame Principles; intirely upon the ſame as to 
Church Communion. | 
The Countrey-Man thinks fit before he pro- 
ceed further, to premiſe ſome what of the Hiſto- 
ry of the State of Religion, and the public 


Forms of Devotion in Henry VIII's Days, toge- 


ther with ſomewhat of the Hiſtory of Voncon - 


that theſe Sherds of Hiſtory will be of mighty 
Uleto him; and particularly, will ſatisfie any 
Mah, that moſt part of what M. S. has advan - 
ced, even tho? true, can conclude nothing. It 
is none of my Buſineſs at preſent, to diſcover 

| 8 nicely 
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nicely and fully, the "he Miſtakes and Blun- 
ders, into which the Country- Man has been led 
by his Prejudices: That would oblige me to 
draw out this Work to a prodigious length; 
and could be of little or no Uſe; ſince we expet 
in a ſhort time an exact Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory: 
of thoſe Times, from one of the beſt Pens in 
Britain. I am only now obliged to conſider 
theſe things in the Countrey- Man's Hiſtories, 
which can have any Influence on the preſent 
Argument. 


But before I do this, it will be convenient to 


obſerve, That ſuppoſing his Account of the 


State of Religion, and the politic Forms of De- 
votion in the Church of Exgland, were true 
and exact in every Title and Circumſtance; 

et this can make nothing for his Purpoſe, tho 
he boaſts, and triumphs mightily, as if it had 


| gained him an entire Victory. The Whole a- 


mounts to this, That there were ill ſome Re- 
mains of the Romiſb Corruptions in all the pub- 
lic Offices, until the Second Litargy.of Edward 
the VI. which the Country-Man owns, was the 
fame, in all the main Parts, with that which is 
now uſed. But what then? Does it follow, 
from thence, that our Reformer; did not join in 
the Communion of the Church of England, 
when they had occaſion? None that reaſons 


juſtly gan make any ſuch Inference. The moſt 


that can be drawn from this is, that they were 
not to ſay Amen to thoſe Portions of the Offices, 
which were repugnant to their n or 
91 Ws | il 


Principles. The 


. 3 
famous Mr. Dodmel (as he 
Kimſelf tells us in his Par æneſis ad exteros) with 


many others, continued in the Communion of 


the Church of Eg land, a long time after ſome 


Prayers were inſerted into thè Liturgy, which 


they thought immoral; and did not ſeparate, 
until ſome of their Spiritual Fathers were remo- 


ved from their Offices, by a Lay-Deprivation; 


and others were put into their Places, whom 
they look d upon as Uſurpers and Schiſmat ies. 
And it is certain, that the ſame Mr. Dodwel, 
with a few others of unqueſtionable Piety and 
more than ordinary Learning, returned to the 
Communion of the eſtabliſhed Church, after 
the Dearth of all the deprived Biſhops. It is not 


my Buſineſs here to determine, whether theſe 


excellent Perſons "ſeparated without ſufficient 


Reaſons; or returned without contradicting 


their former Principles: All that J deſign is, 
to ſhow from this Inſtance, that Men of ſingu» 


lar Piety and Learning do- not think it lawful 
to ſepatate from an eftabliſhed Church for every 


Imperfection or Corruption in its public Of- 
fices. But leſt the- Countij · Man ſhould deſpiſe 


the Authority and Example of thoſe worthy 


Gentlemen; I am very well ſatisfied, that this 
Matter be determined by the Doctrine and 
Practice of his own Friends. If he pleaſe to caſt 
his Eyes upon The Caſe of La -Communion with 
the Church of England, conſidered ; he will find 
the Lawfulneſs of it proved from the Teſtimo- 
ny of above an hundred emigent n, 

4.7 C 


The old Nonconformiſts did generally main- 
tain, That total Separation from the Church of 
England was unlawful. Mr. Boh, one of the 
moſt Learned of the Scotiſßh Presbyterians ſays 
of them (b) They did always plead againſt the Cor 
ruptions of the Church of England, but never a. 
gainſt the Truth of her Being, or the Comfort of 
her Communion, They taught, That if the De- 


fects or Corruptions of a publick Worſhip are 


not eſſential and tundamental, nor impoſed as 
neceſſary Conditions of Communion, then they 
are conſiſtent enough with Communion ; and 
that to refuſe Communion for ſuch Defects, 
would be to look after a greater Perfection, than 
this preſent State will admit of. They alfo 
argue, That our Saviour and his Apoſtles did 
not ſeparate from defeQive Churches and 
corrupt Worſhip, but communicated in it, not- 
withſtanding. the Corruptions. In the next 
place, they plead, That to ſeparate for ſuch 
Defeats and Corruptions, would deſtroy all 
Communion ; and that Separation upon ſuch 
an Account, is not at all warranted in Scripture, 
Laſtly, they teach, That there is no neceſſity 
of ſeparating for the ſake of ſuch Corruptions ; 
becauſe one may communicate 1n the Worſhip, 
without partaking in thoſe Corruptions. The 
old Nonconformiſts have been followed in this by 
Baxter, Allen, Brinſley, Lye, Cradacot, Corbet 
and others of the moſt learned of the Noncon- 
formiſts, that lived after the Reſtauration, wh 

th 
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both joined with Heir Pariſh Churches in the 


Liturgy and Sacraments, and adviſed and 
carneſtly exhorted their Diſciples to follow 
their Example. But this is not all: It is un- 
deniable () That the old Nonconformiſts did ordi- 
aartly and conſtantly uſe the Common-Book in their 


public Miniftration, And after the Reſtauration, 


the deprived Nonconfor miſts owned, that they 
could not only hear Common- Prayer, but 
read it themſelves. eee | 
The Countrey- Man pretends, That ſuppoſing 
our Reformers had been native Ezgliþ-Men, 
and had all of them ſerved in the Church of 
Exgland ; yet it would not follow from thence, 
that any of them had been ſatisfied with, or had 
conformed. to the Liturgy. Becauſe (faith he) 
many, yea very many of the Miniſters of the Charch 
of England, and choſe too of the very beſt of them, 
reclaimed apainſt the Liturgy, or at leaſt ſome- 
thing in it. Many, yea very many of them,that have 


conformed to it, have done it with a ſe ed grudge 


of Conſcience, not as eſteeming it ſimply lawful, but 


As the neceſſity of doing that, or laying aſide their 


Meniſtry did ſo. But ſoft and fair Countrey-Man, 
Thoſe many and very many, who reclaimed 


againſt ſomething in the Liturgy, will be redu- 


ced to a very ſmall Number, if we go no fur- 
ther down, than the beginning of Queen Elixa- 
berh*'s Reign, to which Period the preſent Sub- 
je confines us. Yea, tho? he had proved moſt 
oP | 25 | ö evident- 
(e) Balls Trial p. 121. C. 8. p. 155. Read's Caſe. p. 7. 


Humphry's healing Paper. p. 5. Baxter s Diſp. 4. ot Church-Goz. . | 
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evidently, that all of our Reformers had been 
among the Number of thoſe few; yet this 
could not ſerve his Turn, nor ſupport his Cauſe, 
which I ſhall, Goo willing, ſhow in as few 
Words as I can. I fay, That thoſe who reclaim- 
ed againſt the Liturgy, and yet ſerved in the 
Church, were very few; and tho' they did re- 
claim, yet they communicated with the Church 
in her Public Offices: And this will appear by 
examining the Courtr)-Man's Inſtances. 

He begins with the Nonconformity of Stran- 
gers, and brings Mr. Barer, as the firſt Ex- 
ample. But how does he prove that he was 
not a Conformiſt ? He died before K. Edward's 
Second Litargy was compoſed,and made heavy Excep- 
tions againſt the Firſt. It is indeed very true, 
that Bucer was conſulted by Arch-Biſhop Cran- 
mer about the Changes that were fit to be made 
in the firſtLiturgy: And Biſhop Burner has given 
us (g) the Subſtance of his Anſwer. Tho' he 
found all things in the Common Service and 
daily Prayers were clearly according to the 
Scriptures, yet he had a few Exceptions againſt 
ſome things in the other Parts of the Liturgy. 
But he was far from ſeparating from the Com- 
munion of the Church upon that account, or ad- 
viſing others to do ſo. He was remarkable 
for his Moderation; and for that very Cauſe 
was ſeverely taxed by Calvin. It is no ſmall 
Part of his Character, that Melanthon and he 
may be preferred to all the Reformers for true 

7 C_ ier 
. Hiſt. Refor. Part. 2. B. 1. p. 155. ; 
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Piety and moſt tender Care of preſerving 
Unity amongſt the Proteſtant Churches. The 
moſt material thing, which he cenſur'd, was 
Prayers for the Dead: But all who are acquain- 
ted with Antiquity, know, that this Practice 
obtained very early in the Church, long before 
Purgatory or poy of the Romiſh Corruptions 
were introduced. The Country-Mans Argu- 
ment will as little 25 that Bucer was a Non- 
conformiſt, as it will prove that Cranmer was 
ſuch, or Ridley, or any of the reſt who compi- 
led the Firſt Liturgy,and who having review?d 
and amended it, publiſhed a Second afterwards. 
Thoſe pious and learned Men, being ſenſible 
of the vaſt Oppoſition that was made to the Re- 
formation, reſolved to act with all Care and 
Caution, and to join the Wiſdom of the Serpent, 
with the Innocency of the Dove: Tho” they 
uſed all the lawful Means to perſuade the Peo- 
ple, to forſake their old Superſtitions, and to 
reform themſelves in their ſeveral Capaciries ; 
yet they were far from puſhing them on, to 
make public Innovations by Tumult and 
Violence, by Schiſm, Sedition or Rebellion. 
And in reforming the Public Offices, they re- 
ſolved not to be too forward in making Altera- 
tions, left they ſhould in that Haſte change for 
the worſe, and pull up the Wheat together with 
the Tares. They conſidered the Practice of 
our Saviour, who did comply with the Jewiſh 
Rites himſelf, and gave to his Diſciples a Prayer 
framed according to their Forms ; and * 
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ted two Sacraments Baptiſm and the Euchariſt, 
conſiſting of Rites that had been uſed by the 
Jews, They therefore reſolved to retain ſuch 
Things as the Primitive Church had practiſed, 
cutting off ſuch Abuſes as the later Ages had 

rafted on them, and to continue the uſe of 
fach other things, which tho' they had been 
brought in not ſo early, yet were of good uſe 
to beget Devotion, and were ſo much recom- 
mended to the People by the Practice of them, 
that the laying theſe aſide, would perhaps have 
alienated them trom the other Changes, that 
were neceſſary to be made. It was no wonder 
therefore to find ſome Imperfections in the Pirſt 
Liturgy, which were afterwards amended in 

the Second. | 
But (ſays the Country-May) Bucer would have 
been content to ſuffer ſome grie vous Loſi or Pain in 
his own Body, upon Condition that the Surplice had 
been aboliſhed in England. What if that learned 
Man had not only ſaid fo, but alſo thought 
the Uſe of the ſacred Veſtments ſinful and un- 
lawful ? That would never have hindered him 
from Lay-Communion ; and he had not enough 
of the Engliſh Language to fit him for Miniſte. 
rial Communion. The Surplice is only uſed 
by the Miniſter, and if his Conſcience be ſa- 
tisfed, no Man's elſe needs to be troubled a- 
bout it: And this is the Doctrine of the beſt 
Nonconformiſts elder and later, and confirmed 
by their Practice. Bat Bacer was ſo far from 
thinking the Uſe of the Veſtments ſinful, 1 * 
Th C 2 e 
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he condemned ſeverely Biſhop Hooper for refu- 
ſing to be conſecrated in the Epiſcopal Veſt-. 


ments. I ſhall give, in Dr. Burnet's Words, 
the Subſtance of his La to a Letter of Arch- 
Biſhop Cranmer, who had writ to him about 
that Affair: (%) He though; that thoſe who uſed 
theſe Garments ought to deilare, they did not retain 
them as Parts of Moſes's Law, but as Things com- 


manded by the Law of the Land: He thought every 


Creature of GOD was good, and no former Abuſe 
could make it ſoill, that it might not be retained ; 
and ſince theſe Garments had been uſed by the an- 


cient Fathers, before Popery, and might ſtill be of 


Uſe to the weak, when well underſtood, and help to 
mantain the Miniſterial Dignity, and to ſhew that 
the Church did not out of any Lightneſi change old 
Caſtoms ; he thought the Retaining of them was 
expedient.—— Upon the whole Matter, he thought 
they ſinned, who refuſed to obey the Laws in that 
Particalar : But he add:d, That ſince theſe Gar- 
ments were abuſed by ſome to Superſtition, and by 
others to be Matter of Contention, he wiſhed they 
were taken away. | 

The Third Argument for Bucer's Noncon- 
formity is, That, when he. was a-dying, he de- 
clared, That the ill Lives of People were chiefly ta 


be imputed to the Eccleſiaſtical . Diſcipline, and, 


thereupon portended a fatal Revolution. Dr. Bur- 


net, whom the Country-Map cites, tells us (i) 


That he lamented much the deſolate State of Ger- 
1 manp, 


(Y Hiſt. Ref. Part 2. B. . P. 153. () Hiſt. Ref. Part 2. 
I. P. 163. | 
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many, and expreſſed the Apprehenſions of ſome ſuch 
Stroke upon England, by reaſon of the great Diſſo- 
lutenefs of People's Manners, of the Want of Ec- 
clefiaſtical Diſcipline, and the general Neglect of 
tne paſtoral Charge. T believe there is not a good 
Man of any Communion whatſoever, who is 
not convinced, That the ftri& Diſcipline ot the 
| Primitive Church was one of the chief Means, 
by which the bright and eminent Piety of the 
Chriſtians was preſerved and cheriſhed : But on 
the other hand, none but theſe who frame 
Utopian Societies, and build Caſtles in the Air, 
can hope to retrieve the like Strictneſs of.Diſci- 
pline in the preſent deplorable State of Chriſten- 
dom, and amidſt ſuch a Deluge of Impiety and 
Wickedneſs. It is wanting in all the Churches 
of the World at this Day; and I am afraid,thoſe 
who pretend moſt to it, have the leaſt Share 
of it. I know, it has been the Cuſtom of 
Presbyterians and other Diſſenters, to load the 
Church of England with Want of all Diſcipline: 
But I do not remember to have ſeen any of 
them, except the Country-Man who thought this 
a ſufficient Reaſon for refuſing Communion, 
even tho” it were true. I may perhaps have 
Occaſion to ſay ſomething upon this Subject 
afterwards ; but to inſiſt farther on it at preſent 
would be of no Uſe, but to trouble and weary 
the Reader. | 9555 

Mie are told in the next place by the Country- 
Man, That the like Inſtance may be given of 
Peter Martyr and other Foreigners. But 1 


Goſpel, &c. 


mJ. 
he has not ſo much as named; neither has he 
brought any Authority or Argument to prove, 
that Peter Martyr ſeparated from the. Church, 
or ſo much as reclaim'd againſt the Liturgy. 
However, that I may convince him of his Mi- 
ſtake, I ſhall deſire him to conſider, that the 
only Inſtance of Diſſent from the eſtabliſhed 


Rules of the Church in Edward the VI's Time, 
among(t the Paſtors of it, was that of Biſhop 


Hooper concerning the Veſtments. Now the 
Country- Man might have learned from Dr, Bar. 
net, whom he cites very frequently, That Peter 
Martyr, who was alſo writ to upon that SubjeR, 
was fully of Bucer's Mind, and approved of all 
he had wrote about it. And he added ſome 


ſtorian ſets down in his own Terms (e copied 
from the original Letter, and afterward tran- 
{lated after this Manner; What you wrote to me 
about Hooper, could not but ſeem wonderful to me; 
when I heard it, I was ſtruck with it. It was well, 


that the Biſhops ſaw my Letters, by which F am 
freed from their Diſpleaſure. His Buſinefi is now 


at that paß, that the beſt and moſt pious diſprove 
of ut. Tam grieved, and ſadly grieved, that [auth 
things ſhould fall aut among the Profeſſors of the 


I proceed to his beloved Inſtance of John a 
Laſco with his Germans, who were erected by 
Letters Patent into a Corporation, having the 


ſaid a Laſes appointed to be their Superintendent. 
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very remarkable Words, which the famous Hi- 


8 0 


ir is true, theſe Germans of the Felverian Con- 


| wvernment would not deny 


it was oppoſe 


feſſion obtained a Toleration ; ſo that they 
could uſe their own Rites and Ceremonies, and 
exerciſe their own proper and peculiar Church 
Diſcipline, i they had any Diſcipline. But what 
of all that? They were not Miniſters of the 
Church of England ; and this Indalgence is the 
only one, that was given during the Reign of 


! Edward. It is a Saying no leſs true than com- 


mon, That the Exception confirms the Rule. Con- 
formity was moſt ſtrictly enjoined by the Law, 
and no Exception was made from it, but only 
this of the Germans, With what Shadow. of 
Reaſon then can our Author infer, That if this 
Favour was granted to far-off Foreigners, the Go- 
it to the Scots their Door- 
Neighbours ? It is plain from the Ads of Par- 
liament, and all the other Public Deeds and 
Hiſtories relating to thoſe Times, that a Laſco's 


And 8 good Reaſons may be given, why 
the like Indulgence would have been refuſed to 
the Scots, even tho? they had expected and de- 
manded it. This Toleration was obtained with 
great Difficulty ; and the Country- Man owns, 

1 in Council by ſome, whom, 
after a very civil and obliging Manner, he is 
pleaſed to call Mad-Caps, alias Hig h. Hyers. And 
whatever a Laſco or the Country-Man may have 
pretended to have been the King's Delign of 
granting this Toleration ; it is certain it was, 
beſides the political Conſiderations, m_— 


Corporation was indulged, and they only: 


. 
they being remote Foreigners, did not under- 
ſtand the Exgliſb Language; and therefore 
were neither capable of joining in the eſtabliſh- 
ed Worſhip, nor able to withdraw the Natives 
from the Communion of their own Charch; But 
none of theſe things could have been ſaid of the 
Scots. Neither could our Scoriſh Reformers, that 
were then in England have joined lawfully, ac- 
cording to the Country- Man's Principles, with 
a Laſco and his Congregation in their Worſhip, 
even tho' they had been Maſters of the Lan- 
guage : For Mr. Vines, a famous Nonconformiſt 
tells us (I) That the Helvetian or Switzerland 
Churches claim to be Churches, and have the Notes, 
Word and Sacraments, tho the Order of Diſcipline 
be not ſettled among them; and (he adds) 1 am 
not he that ſhall blot out their Name, Yea the 
famous Mr. George Gilleſpie owns (m) that there 
was no Excommunication or any Suſpenſion of 
ſcandalous 'Sinners from the Sacrameat 1n the 
Church of Zyrick, Now according to the 
Country-Man this was a ſufficient Bar from all 


' Communion with ſuch. And there is another 


Reaſon, why Kzxox and the other Scots could 
not have communicated with John a Laſco, upon 
the preſent Scotiſh Presbyterian Principles. Gyul- 
leſpie (n) informs us as from Lavater's Book De 
Ritibus & Inſtitutis Eccleſiæ Tigurine, that there 
were diverſe things in that Church, which: 
might make his Brother Mr. Coleman cafily 
Fr ac- 
09 On Sacrament, C. 19. P. 226. () Nihil Reſpondes, P. 
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acknowledge, that it * not the heſt Reformed 
Church: Such as Feſtival Days, Cap. 8. That up- 
on the Lord's Day before the Third Bell, it is pu- 
bliſhed and made known to the People, i there be 
Houſes, Fields or Lands to be ſold, Cap. 9. 
They have no Faſts indifted, ibid. nor Pſalms ſung 
in the Church, Cap. 10, Reſponſaries in their Li- 
tam at the Sacrament, The Deacon on the Right- 
Hand ſaith one thing, the Deacon on the Left Faith 
another thing ; the Paſtor a Third thing, Cap. 13. 
And thus I have as briefly as was poſſible, exa- 
mined his Account of Noaconformity by Strangers 
in England; and have, I hope, proved, That it 
can be of no Uſe to him in the preſent De- 
bate, notwithſtanding his mighty Boaſts and 

Triumphs. | ; . 
I come now to conſider his Account of Nox- 
conformity by the Miniſters of the Church of 
England themſelves, which he hopes, will put 
his Side of the Controverſy beyond all Doubt. 
His firſt Inſtance is Four Biſhops, who, tho? 
they concurred in compoſing the Liturgy, yet, 
notwithſtanding this, proteſted in Parliament 
1549, againſt the Act impoſing it. I admire 
the Modeſty of the Conntry-Man on this Occa- 
ſion, who does not conclude from this, That 
they were alſo NVon-conformiſts. He is pleasd 
to infer only, That theſe Biſhops would be very 
moderate in exatting Conformity from their Clergy. 
But by his good Leave, that is even too much : 
One may think, ſuch a Thing may be inconve- 


nient to be paſſed into a Law ; and yet, after 
| D the 
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the Law is once made, they may think it con- 
venient, and not only ſo, but even moſt uſeful, 
yea neceſſary to the Society to preſs the Obſer- 


vance of it, by all the Methods which Religion 


and the Laws of the Society allow. This is ſo 
obvious to the meaneſt Underſtanding, that I 
will not inſiſt upon it. Only let me add, T hat 


a Biſhop in the preſent Church of Exglana, for 


whom the Country-Maz and all his Party, have 
a more than ordinary Veneration, ſpoke, 
wrote, and aQted all he could for a Comprehen- 
ſion; and yet, I am ſute, he has as few of his 
Clergy Nonconformiſts as any High-Flyer of 


them all; that is, in plain Terms, None 


at all, a TEE __ n KD 
He .brings Biſhop Hooper for the next In- 
ſtance. Now, we hear nothing of his Scruples 
againſt either Liturgy or Ceremonies, except 
only that of the Veſments; and even theſe he 
uſed when he preached before the King, or in 
his own Cathedral, and that may be fairly ſup- 
poſed to have been a good part of the Year, or 
elſe he was no great Enemy to Non. reſidence. 
And if it was fo, I cannot ſee how he could 
think the Uſe of the Epiſcopal Habits ſinful ; 
far leſs can it be reaſonably inferred, that he 


renounced Communion in the Public Offices, 


which is the only thing that can do the Country- 
Mun any Service. $ 

Latimer, another Martyr and Biſhop, is his 
Third Nonconformiſt; yet the Country-Man him- 


ſelf owns, that he is reckoned by ſome a Friend to 


the 
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the Liturgy. That he AF truly ſuch, is evi- 
dent from all the Accounts that the Hiſtorians 
have given us of him. Ay, but when the Papiſts 
were degrading him, and pulling off bis ſacred Veſt 
menti, he ſaid, Now I can make no holy Mater. 
What then, I pray you? Will any, except the 
Conntry-Man infer from that Sarcaſm, that the 
Martyr had any 'Scruple againſt the Veſt- 
ments? Far leſs can it prove, that he had been 
diflatisfied with the Liturgy. or Worſhip in 
King Edward's Days. I am already wearied 
der ere with taking Notice of ſuch 
1 go on therefore to Miles Coverdale, Biſhop 
of Exeter in King Edward's Reign, who would 
not return to his See in Queen Elizabeth's 
Time; the Reaſon generally alledged for it 
Was, his diſſenting in Judgment from ſome 
Ceremonies. Fuller, who is cited for this by 
the Coauntry-Man, immediately adds (o), Je: 
more probable it is, it mas cauſed by his Impotency. 
Rumor and bare Surmiſes ought not to be ſu- 
ſtained as Proofs by fair and impartial Judges. 
Infirmity, old Age, and ſeveral other Impedi- 
ments, on his own Part, might have occaſion- 
ed his living in a private Station; or it might 
have proceeded from other Cauſes on the part 
of the Government. Not only Fuller but Dr. 
Barnet alſo (p), gives his old Age for the Cauſe 
of his Retirement: And itis certain,that he died 
Anno 1568, in the 81 Year of his Age. But 
| D237 _— 
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let us notwithſtanding ed, that the true 


Reaſon of Coverdale's not returning to his Sve, 
Was, what the Conuntry-Man would have it to be: 


What then? Does it follow from thence, that 


when he was in the Exerciſe of his ſacred Of- 
fice, he did not conform ? No ſuch thing can 


be inferred, but rather the quite contrary: The 


 Conniry-Man has not had in his Thoughts what 


he wrote in the very next Page, viz. That Con- 


| formity was not ſtriftly urged for the firſt Seven 
Tears of Queen Elizabeth's Reign. If it was 
ſo, what Neceſſity was there for Coverdale's 
refuſing his See, even tho? he had diſſented from 
ſome Ceremonies ? Whereas, under Edward the 
Sixth, when he ated as Biſhop, Conformity 
was ſo much inſiſted upon, that it is noted as a 
ſingular Caſe, That the Law was diſpenſed 
with as to Hooper in a very ſmall Matter, and 
that only upon ſome Occaſions, and not with- 


out the moſt earneſt Endeavoars and Solicitati- 


ons, (if I may fo ſpeak here) as well as ex- 
preſs Authority of the King. 11 
The laſt Nonconformiſt, he mentions in this 
Reign, is the Primate himſelf Cranmer. He 
does not indeed expreſly call him ſuch; for that 
had been too ſtaring and void of all Modeſty ; 
he hath contented himſelf with placing him on 
the Margin, after the ſame manner as he has 
done with thoſe w hom he pretends to have been 
Mon-Conformiſts, with giving broad Inſinuations 


of that which he was afraid to ſpeak out plain- 


ly. But upon what does he found his —_— 
0? 
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do? Upon this forſooth, That Fuller tells us, the 
Archi. Biſbop preſented a Book of Prayer, an Hun- 
ared times more perfect than the Liturgy uſed in 
Ming Edward's Days, but that the ſame could not 
tale plate, becauſe he wai matched with ſo wicked a 
Clergy. © The Country-Mp# is fo juſt as to own, 
that Fuller relates this from: the Report of others: 
But if he had thought fit, he might have told 
us, that William Mhitting ham and his oppreſſed 
Congregation at Franckfort (q) will have the Re» © N 
port to lj on the Reporters to avouch it. But tho? 1 
it had been literally true, this will never prove 
that Cranmer did not communicate by the eſta- | 
bliſhed Liturgy, and was therefore to be a- | 
mongſt the Nonconformiſts. The Conntry-Man F 
informs us from the ſame Hiſtorian, That Arch- | 
Biſhop Cranmer, tho the higheſt, yet mas not the | 
hotteſt in Defence of Conformity. Now I am | 
ready.to think, that no other Mortal, but the 
Country-Max, would draw from this, That the 
Primate himſelf was a Vonconformiſt, but rather 
the contrary. One might as well reaſon thus, 
|, The Paper, that I write upon, is not the whiteſt; 
therefore it is black. The Ink, with which 1 
write, is not the blackeſt ; therefore it is white. 
If Cranmer was the higheſt Defender of Confor- 
mity, tho not the hotteſt, then he was certainly 
at leaſt a Defender of it; and if fo, it ſeems ab 
ſurd to ſay or inſinuate, That he was a Non- 
conformiſt, or even a Patron of Nonconfor- 


mity. 
| - What 
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What he adds from Fuller, That in the End of 
Edward's Reign there was a potent hay hea 
ed to the Liturgy, is founded upon a bare Con- 
ʒjecture of that Hiſtorian. He gives (r) a Paſ- 

ſage of the laſt Sermon that was heard by King 
Edward, and preach'd by Latimer, in which the 
Admiral is repreſented, by Hear-ſay, as one 
who had been a ſeditiuus Man, a Contemner of 
Comman Prayer; and then he makes this Remark 
upon it, Thy probably relates unto a potent Party 
diſaffefted to the Liturgy, which. now began to be 
very conſiderable in England, but mach to blame. 
in the Judgment of Godly Mr. Latimer. Whence 
F obſerve,” by the Way, that Latimer was 
none of that Party, .tho* the Conntry-Man has 
affirmed it. But tho? it ſhould be granted, that 
what Mr. Fuller ſuſpected concerning this po- 
tent Party, was nicely true, without the leaſt 
Hyperbole, yet it cannot ſerve the Country-Mar's 
Purpoſe. And as little can the more open Diſ- 
covery of that turbulent and innovating Spirit, 
_ afterwards at Franckforr, in the Reign of Queen 
Mam, be of any Advantage to him, ſo long as he 
has not proved, that any of the Clergy refuſed 
to join in the Liturgy, while they were in Eng- 
land and in the Exerciſe of their Sacred Fun- 
&tions' there. For he ſhould remember, that 
he himſelf (P. 18) repreſents his Adverſaries 
Argument thus: Our Reformers ſerved in the 
Church of England: Therefore they conformed to 
the Liturgy. Tho? it were as certain as any 

ro- 
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Propoſition in Euclide, That there were many 
ſerving as Biſbops, Prieſts and Deacons in the 


Church of England, who entertained Scruples 


againſt the Ceremonies, or any Part of the Li- 
turgy; yet if at the ſame time they were o- 
bliged to join, and actually did join in the Wor- 
ſhip by the Liturgy, the Reaſon muſt neceſſa- 
rily hold, That our Reformers, having officia- 
publicly in the Churches as Mini ſters, muſt 
it hout Doubt ha ve conformed to the Liturgy. 
And it is undeniable, That there was no Sepa- 
ration from the Church, during this Period : 
Yea, in Queen Elizabeth's Reign, when the 
Nonconformiſts were deprived, they ſtill kept 
Communion with the Church, and for many 
Years wrote againſt the Bromniſts for ſeparating. 
And thus I have examined his Account of Nox- 


conformity, ſo far as the preſent Controverſy is 


concerned in it. 


The Country- Man owns (Page 15) that the 


Argument does not oblige him to bring the Hi- 
ſtory much below the Beginning of Queen Eli- 


zabeth's Reign; yet he promiſes to continue it 
to our Memory, for Reaſons that are obvious. A 


- . judicious Perſon of no fierce nor fiery Temper, 
diſcourſing on this Subject, a ffirmed, That all the 


Country-Man's obvious Reaſons were contained in 
that one, of lapooning and defaming the Church of 


England, he having publiſhed @ malicious Libel 


againſt all her Abettors in former or latter Times, 
without reſpect to Sacredneſi of Perſon, Piety of 
Life, Prudence of Conduct, or any other venerable 


5 Qua- 
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Qualities that were M. ju in the moſt 
repreſenting them as Mad-Caps, pi hi ny 
Deſtroyers of Churth an Kingdom, Far be it 
from me tov judge the Setess of any Man's 
Heart, or to faſten ſo heavy a Churge upon 
bim: Vet I am afraid chat this Part of his 
Work, with ſome Paſſages elſewhere, has gi- 
ven too much Occaſion for that ſevere-Cenſure, 
He ſeems iadeed to have ſpent more Time and 


Care in reading the virulent Libels of fie 


Zealots againſt the Government and Rulers of 
Church and State, than in managing his be 
and too inconfiderately has ſwallowed down 
their unjuſt Miſrepreſentations of Perfons and 
= s, which hath made him unadviſedly 
| e Truths with Falſhoods, and too often 

di bi ; Pen in Gall. 
ho? therefore the reſt of his Hiſtory be al- 

ether foreign from the preſent Diſpute ; yet 
T all, fork imen, examine ſome of the 
chief Things in it; and the rather, becauſe 
what J am to ſay in very few Words upon theſe 
Heads, ſeems to me a ſufficient Anſwer to all 
the reſt. 

He begins with an Obſervation, . That tho? 
there was an Act of Uniformity paſt in the firſt 
Year of Queen Elizaberls Reign; yet Confor- 
mity was not ſtrictly urged foe” the firſt ſeven 
Years. I am ſure, the Act it ſelf runs in very 
ſevere Terms; and in the fifth Year of her 
Reign, an Act was paſſed for the due Exe- 


cution of the Writ De excommunicato n 
(much 
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| much like our Letters of Horning and Caption) 


amongſt others, particularly levelled againſt 


ſuch as refuſe to receive the Holy Communion, 


or-to come to Divine Service as then uſed in the 
Church of England, with ſevere Penalties upon 
thoſe that ſhall not yield up themſelves. to the 
fame Writ. And the Country-Man is not able 


to give one Inſtance of a Miniſter who perfor- 


med the Public Worſhip, during the ſeven 
Years, without the Liturgy. On the contrary, 
the Eetter of the General Aſſembly to the 
Biſhops of Exgland in the Eighth Year of Queen 
Elizabeth's Reign, in favours of the Noncon- 
formiſts, makes mention of no other Scruples 
that they had, except thoſe againſt the Veſt- 


- - ments. But moreover this muſt be added, That 


ſuppoſing the Mildneſs of the Government in 
the Beginning of that Reign, had connived at 
ſome who had Scruples againſt the eſtabliſhed 
Form of Public Worſhip; yet this could have 
had no Influence upon our Reformers in the 
preſent Caſe, ſeeing the general Uſe of the 
Engliſh Liturgy in Scotland began in the Year 
1557, near two Years before Queen El:zabeth 


obtained the Crown. Yea, I will adventure to 


affirm, That if any of the Scoriſh Reformers, 
even Kyox himſelf, had ſerved as Miniſters in 
the Church of England, during that moderate 
Period, as they were obliged by the Law to 
uſe the Liturgy, ſo they might with a ſafe Con- 
ſcience: have officiated. by it. It is very well 
known, that ſome of the Engliſh Clergy ” the 

1 itur- 


Liturgy, and it only, 7 all their Public Offices, 
and yet omit a few things of a later Edition. 
And I can aſſure the Countr )- Man, That the Eng- 
liſh Liturgy is uſed in the moſt of the Meeting - 
Houſes of Edinburgh, Aberdeen, Perth, Dundee, 
Glaſgow, Montroſe, Creil, Pittenweem, Brechin, 
Elgin, Fraſerbargh, and in many other Towns 
and Pariſhes in Scotland; and yet the Surplice 
is not uſed, nor have I heard, that any make 
uſe of the Ring in Marriage, or Croſs at Bap- 
tiſm: Tho”, I hope, none of our Clergy is 10 
weak as to have any Scruples againſt them. It 
is true, all communicate in the Sacrament of 
the Euchariſt, kneeling ; but I know none, that 
would deny the Sacrament to one, who could 
not without Scruple take it in that Poſture, 
Why then might not our Reformers have ſet up 
the Liturgy, in Scotl and, after the ſame Man- 
ner without the Surplice or Ceremonies ; even 
tho? they had thought theſe laſt ſinful and ſup- 
perſtitious ? This might be a ſufficient Anſwer 
to the Countn- Man's Inference, drawn from 

ſome bold and groundleſs Aſſertions. 

The Queen (faith he) begun her rigorous Mea- 
ſures upon the Inſtigation of ſome diſguiſed Papiſts 
about her, and not of the Proteſtant Biſhops ;"yea ſo 
mild were they in exatting Conformity, that for 
many Tears, not only were the Generality of the 
Miniſters connived at in their Nonconformity ; but 
even the whole Ceremonies miſs'd narrowly of being 
thrown out altogether by an Att of the Convocation, 
If Tan bring good Documents for all this, gy 1 
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hope it will ſufficiently 4.2 hom miſerably the 
Author of the Charter has impoſed upon his 
Readers by this Argument: Our Reformers ſerved 
#n the Church of England ; therefore they conform- 
ed to the Liturgy, Tho? enough has been ſaid 
already to diſcover the Weakneſs of this Reaſo- 
ning, even ſuppoſing the Truth of the Aſſer- 
tions; yet Iam willing to beſtow ſome few 
Words upon his good Documents. The Firſt 
of which he values ſo highly; that he thought it 
deſerved both a Prologue and Epilogue ; for he 
introduces it with this Preface: It «a rare 
Piece of Hiſtory, and well worth your Knowledge. 
And he concludes it with theſe Words: This 
Teſt imany I hope is home. But pray, what and 
whoſe is this Teſtimony ? why, truly it is Dr. 
Burnet's, in a Sermon preached before the 
Houſe of Commons, January 31. 1685. And his 
Words are theſe; “ Here ſuffer me to tell you, 
« that in the Beginning of Queen Elixabeth's 
“Reign, our Adverſaries (the Papiſts) ſaw no 
« Hopes of retrieving their Affairs, which had 
been ſpoiled by Queen Mary's Perſecution, but 
« by ſetting on foot Diviſions among Prote- 
« ſtants upon very inconſiderable Matters. 1 
% my ſelf have ſeen the Letters of the chief Bi- 
4 ſhopsof that Time; from which it appears, 
4s that the Queen's Stiffneſs, in maintaining 
© ſome Ceremonies, flowed not from their 
& Counſels, but from the PraQtices of ſome diſ- 
* guiſed Papiſts. And I have had in my Hands 
the original Journal of the Lower-Houſe of 
| E 2 | Con- 
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& Convocation,in the Fifth Year of that glorious 
« Reign, in which the Matter of the Coreino- 


« nies was firſt argued ;; and when it came to 
© the Vote, it was carried by the greateſt Num- 


c“ ber of the Voices of the Members that were 
« preſent, to lay down all theſe Subjects of 
« Conteſt; but the Proxies turned it to the 
& ſeverer Side. I hope one may ſafely ſay 


without ſcandalum mag natum, that the Biſhop 


of S-----, whom he calls Dr. Barnet, is not infal- 
lible, and that all he preached in 1688 was not 
Goſpel. It were uncivil and uncharitable in 
me to call into Queſtion the Candour and Ve- 
racity of the famous Hiſtorian, as did once a 
very learned Prieſt of the Church of England 
with relation to a certain MS. only it may be 
ſaid, without Offence, That the late ingenious 
Mr. Wharton, Chaplain to the moſt pious Arch- 


Biſhop Sancroft, has diſcovered a great many 


Miſtakes in his celebrated Work: And we ſee, 


by daily Experience, that the greateſt Attention 


and Diligence cannot ſecure Men from all Er- 
ror. And therefore it would be no ſtrange 
thing to find a Miſtake in a haſty Production. 
Every Body knows, that that Dr. was taken 
up about very weighty Things at that Time, 
and he is remarkable for compoſing Sermons 
very ſuddenly, and even ſome times preaching 


ex tempore. I agree with the Dr. in this, That 


the Papiſts ſaw no Hopes of retrieving their Afairs, 
but by ſetting on foot Diviſions among Proteſtants, 
upon very inconſiderable Matters. I believe allo, 
| that 


| 


— 


that the Biſhops Saks the from adviſing the 
Queen to ſeverer Methods than were abſolutely 
_ neceſſary for preſerving the Peace, Safety and 
Tranquillity of the Church and State; tho? it 
had been too much the Humour and Practice 
. of the Party to load chiefly the Biſhops and 


other Clergy, with the Odium of all the 1 


een - 
forced to uſe againſt them at any Time: But 


and Severity that the Government has 


by no Means can I be perſwaded, That the 


Queen's Stiffneſs (as he calls it) in maintaining 
ſome Ceremonies, flowed from the Practices of ſome 


diſguiſed Papiſts about her: For the Country- Mam 


will have this to be the Dr's Meaning, other- 
wiſe this Teſtimony will be ſo far from doing 


him any Service, that it plainly confutes and 


overturns his raſh Aſſertion, which I ſhall by 


and by diſcover.Pm forced indeed to own, That 
whatever was the Meaning of the learned Dr. it 


not is ſo clearly expreſſed, but that the Words 
are capable of a double Entendre ; and one Senſe 
is That, which the Countrj-Man puts upon them: 
But I muſt beg leave to take it in the Other, 
which is only agreeable to Truth, and is very 
ſuitable to the Character of the Perſon that 
ſpeaks, and of them who are the Subjects of the 
Diſcourſe. If the Dr's Meaning had been, that 
the Queen's Stiffneſs proceeded from diſguiſed 
Papiſts about her, who were her chief Coun- 
ſellers, who had the greateſt Influence upon 
her, and could determine her, in ſpite of the 
wholſome Advice of all her Biſhops and all — 
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beſt and Proteſtant Counſellers, to a Wicked - 
neſs hateful to GOD and Man, even the per- 


ſecuting thoſe of her Clergy, who were moſt 


eminent for their Piety and Learning, and that 
merely for ſome paultry Ceremonies not worth 


a Straw : If the Dr. ( ſay) had meant no other 


thing, would he have told ſuch a Piece of Secret 
Hiſtory to a Houſe of Commons, without authen- 
tic Documents and ſufficient Proofs ? This is 


Not. agreeable to his Character. The Dr. 


might very well learn from the Letters of the 
chief Biſhops,what their own Sentiments were; 
but he could never perſwade the Houſe of Com- 
mons, that the Biſhops would be ſo fooliſh as 


to defame their Sovereign, or endanger them- 


ſelves by writing ſo imprudent Letters, and ſo 
careleſly that they were even preſerved to fall 
into the Dr's Hands. Yea, tho* the Biſhops 
had ſo far neglected their Duty to the Queen, 

and their own Safety; yet the Dr. knew the 


' Gentlemen of the Houſe of Commons better, 
than to dream, that they would give any Faith 


to ſo great a Calumny,againſt one of the wiſeſt 
Queens that ever ſwayed Scepter; a Queen, 
whoſe Reign the Dr. himſelf calls Glorious; a 


Princeſs, who had been the happy Inſtrument of 


perfeCting and ſettling the Reformation in that 
Kingdom ; whoſe Memory was dear and pre- 
cious to them, and ever will be, ſo long as the 
Proteſtant Name has a Being, The Papiſts 
were the only Enemies ſhe had in the Begin- 
ning of her Reign; all her Prudence and 1 

| Rs els, 
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ſels, her chief Care * Zeal, were imployed in 
humbling them, and guarding againſt their 
Plots and Devices againſt herſelf and the Refor- 
med Religion. Can it then enter into the 
Thought of any ſober Perſon, that ſuch a Prin- 
ceſs would have harboured Snakes in her Bo- 
ſom, and followed the Advice of her worſt 
Enemies, to the Ruin of the greateſt Intereſts 
both of herſelf and her People? Or that a Houſe 
of Commons would believe ſo. improbable and 
impoſſible a Story,upon the naked Authority of 
a ſingle Doctor? 8 | 
Having thus vindicated that learned Biſhop 
from the Diſhonour the Country-Man has done 
him, by fixing ſo falſe and ridiculous a Senſe 
upon his Words; it remains only to ſhow, 
what has been the DoQtor's true Meaning, and 
it is this. The wiſe Queen, underſtanding that 
the Papiſts, deſpairing to overturn the Church 
of England by all their other Methods, had at 
laſt betaken themſelves to that Artifice of ruin- 
ing it, by ſowing Diviſions among its Members. 
And becauſe few, through Miſtake, Fancy or 
Humor, had begun to diſſent from the Rites 
and Ceremonies of the Church, they ſaw this 
was one of the beſt Handles for their Purpoſe; 
and therefore took hold immediately of it, and 
mixed themſelves with the weak and ſcrupu- 
lous Proteſtants, diſguiſing themſelves, that 
they might raiſe an Out-cry againſt the Church, 
and ſpur on the People to Dbase and Facti- 
on, as wanting a more ſpiritual and pare Way 
. i | of 
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of Morſbip. The wiſe Queen, (I ſay) who was 
very watchful againſt the Artifices of the Pa- 
pits, diſcovering this, was obliged to defend 
the eſtabliſhed Order of Worſhip with all her 
Power: She ſaw, that ſome were diflatisfied 
with the Rites of the Church, and that this Diſ- 
ſatisfact ion had grown up into Diſcontent; be- 
cauſe they had not been-gratified with an Alte- 


ration. And ſhe alſo foreſaw, that without 


due Care, the Diſeaſe could not ſtop there, but 
that the Diſcontent, if neglected, would bring 
on Sedition; Sedition Rebellion; and Rebellion 
at laſt the Ruin both of Church and State : 
And therefore ſhe was forced to fence the Rites 
and Orders of the Church, by decreeing ſevere 
Penalties againſt thoſe, who, by the private 
Subtilty and cunning Artifices of the Papilts, 
were incited to endanger the Pablick Welfare, 
and expoſe the Reverence and Majeſty of the 
Laws. This is the only Senſe of the Doctor's 
Words, that is conſiſtent with Truth, and the 
ſame which he had ſaid very plainly before, in 
theſe Words; Our Adverſaries ſaw xo Hopes of 
retrieving their Afairs, but by ſetting on foot Di- 
viſions among Proteſtants upon very inconſiderable 
Matters. And that in Fact it was ſo, is certain 
from many Inſtances, Two of which only I 


the Serious Exhortation to Diſſenters. „ Faithful 
© Commin a Dominican Friar, paſſed under the 
& Notion of a zealous Paritan, and was much 
© admired and followed by the People for his 
| ſeeming 


ſhall fer down in the Words of the Author of | 
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“ ſeeming Piety,ſpiritual Gifts and Zeal againſt 
&© Popery. But being apprehended Anno 1 567, 
« and accuſed for an Impoftor, was examined at 
large before the Queen and her Council, and 
4 put under Bail. When finding that the Cli- 
& mate was like to be too hot for him, and ha- 
“ ving by a Cheat brought off his Bail, and 
« told his deluded Followers, that he was ac- 
„quit by her Majeſty and the Council, and 
* warned of GOD to go beyond the Seas, to 
« 1aſtruct the Proteſtants there, and that he 
* would come again; and having aſſured them, 
« that Hpirituul Prayer was the chief Teſtimony 
“ of a true Proteſtant, and that the Set- Form 
“ of Prayer in England, was but the Maſs tran- 
“ ſlated; and having, with Abundance of ex 
tempore Prayers a we Tears, ſqueezed out: of 
« them a Collect ion of 130 l. for his Journey, 
4 beſides private Gifts, away he goes for Rome, 
« and acquaints Pope Pius V. with what he 
© had done, and by what Methods, and how 
“ odious he had made the Church of Exgland 
“ to the Puritans, and that it would be a ſtum- 
“ bling Block to that Church. Upon which 
« the Pope commended and rewarded him 
4“ with 2000 Ducats for his good dere All 
« which particulars are more fully made out 
from Secretary CeciPs Papers, whoſe Memo- 
4 rials were lately brought to Light. 
„The other Paſſage is concerning Thomas 
4 Heath à Jeſuit, who, much about the ſame 
Time, was ſent 75 into England to act 
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ce the ſame Part, which he did, not only by 
s preaching, but by crying up Spiritual Prayers, 


“ and running down all Ser Forms, as being 
« without any Warrant from Scripture, by 
« labouring to refine the Proteſtants, as he ca 

« ledit, and to take off all Smacks of Ceremo- 
« es, that in the leaſt tended to the Romſb 


« Faith, For all which he was mightily flocked | 
« after,and admired every Day more and more. | 


« But Anno 1568 he was diſcovered by a Let- 


& ter, that caſually dropt out of his Pocket as 


he was preaching in the Pulpit at Rocheſter, 


< importing, That the Council of their Fra- 
ternity had ſent him Collect ions and Inſtru- 
« ctions for carrying on the Work, and that 


« this Way of dividing Proteſtants was the only 


_& Means for recalling Men back again to the 


& Mother Church. Hereupon he was examined 


« by the Biſhop of Rocheſter, and did not much 


“ deny the Main of the Charge; and upon 


ce the ſearching of his Lodgings, there were 


found ſeveral Books fitted for his Purpoſe, as 


« azainſt Infant Baptiſm, &c. and in one of his 
„Books a Licence from the Fraternity of the 


« Jeſuits; and a Bull of Pius V. giving him 
Leave to preach what Doctrine that Society 
6 pleaſed, for dividing the Exgliſb Proteſtants, 
& or, as he called them, the Heretics. The Iſſue 


„ Was, That Heath was cloſe impriſoned, ſet 
&« in the Pillory at the High Crofs, his Ears cut 
off, his Noſe ſlit, his Forehead branded, and he 
condemned to perpetual Impriſonment 2 1 
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& ſoon after he died fuddenly, being ſuſpected 
« to have poiſoned himſelf: The whole Ac- 
count hereof being publiſhed from the au- 
y 4 thentic Regiſter of the Church of Rocheſter. ? 
4 What has been ſaid may be more than enough 
9 to ſhow, how falſe the Conntry-Mar's Aſſertion 
| is concerning the Queen's being influenced to 
d Severity againſt the Vonconformiſts by ſome diſ- 
e. guiſed Papiſts a bout her. 

t- Let us now examine what Ground he has 
as from the Doctor's Teſtimony to affirm, That 
r, not only the Generality of the Miniſters were con- 
a- 8 nved at in their Noncouformity, but even the 
11: whole Ceremonies miſsd narrowly of being thrown 
at aut altogether, even by an Act of the Convocation. 
ly £ The Dr. indeed ſays, That in the Lower Houſe 
he | of Convocation, iz the 5th Tear of that Reign, 
ed ii which the Matter 7 the Ceremonies mas 70 ar- 
ch | gaued, it was carried by the greater Number of 
Voices of the Members that were preſent, to lay down 
all theſe Subjects of Conteſt; but the Proxies turned 
it to the ſeverer Side, But all this will never 
prove, what the Country-Mar has too confidently 
J aſſerted. Who does not know, that, by the 
Conflitution, the Members of the Convocation 
tho' abſent, have Right to vote by Proxy as 
well as when preſent ; and what is fo carried, is 
of the ſame Authority, as if they were all pre- 
ſent? What Ground had he then to aſſert, 
That it miſſed narrowly of being thrown out al- 
together, even by an Act of the Convocation ? 
Eſpecially if it be conſidered, that tho” it bad 
Y F 2 been 
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been carried in the Lower Houſe, both by the 
Majority of the preſent Members and the 
Proxies alſo; yet that could not have been cal- 
led an Act of the Convocation. He had forgot, 
it ſeems, that there were Biſbops; and that 
whatever was concluded in the Lower Hoaſe did 
not ſignify any thing, unleſs it paſſed alſo the 
Upper: And the Authority of both Houſes is 
ablolutely neceſſary to an Act of Convocation, 
But what if the Ceremonies had been thrown 
out by the whole Convocation ? will it follow, 
that any of the Convocation had been Noncon- 
formiſts ? I do not indeed fee the Conſequence : 
The Country-Man may know, that there was a 
Time, when the Charch of England was in 
Danger, and a great Noiſe was raiſed for a Com- 
Prehenſion, for aboliſhing of Ceremonies, C&c. 
and the Countru- Man with his Party thought 
themſelves ſure of the Majority of the Upper 
Houſe. They were indeed far diſppointed con- 
cerning the Lower: But let us ſuppoſe that both 
Houſes of Convocation had gone into theſe Mea- 
ſures, that were deſigned for the Ruin of the 
Charch, would he or any Body elſe have infer- 
red, That the Majority had been Nonconfor- 
miſts? Every Body knows, that to be moſt 
falſe; and that thoſe, who made the greateſt 
Attempts for altering the Rites and Ceremonies, 
conformed to them in their daily Practice, as 
much as thoſe who appeared in the Defence of 
the eſtabliſhed Church. Beſides, I muſt” take 
Notice, that there was not ſo much as one Word 
con- 


i | 


concerning the Liturgy in the Convocation, 


which the Dr, ſpeaks of: All the Arguing was 
about the Ceremonies. Now (as I have al- 
ready ſaid) tho? the Miniſters had omitted the 
Ceremonies, yet they might ſtill have per- 
formed the Worſhip by the Liturgy. 

Yea the Countr)-Man's other Proof taken 
from the Letter of the General Aſſembly of the 
Kirk of Scotland, Anno 1566, mentions nothing 
but the Veſtments; by which it would ſeem, 
theſe were the only Things, at which theſe 
ſcrupled who had been deprived. And tho? 
the Aſſembly ſay, That many Thouſands both Godly 
and Learned are otherwiſe perſwaded concerning the 
Veſtments, than the Biſhops and Paſtors, whoſe 
Conſcience did not ſtir with ti wearing of ſuch 
Things; yet they are far from ſaying, That thoſe 


many Thouſands were actual Miniſters of the Church. 


This had been not only evidently falſe, but con- 


tradictory to what they had owned ; for their 
Letter is directed to the Biſhops and Paſtors of 
England; and they own, That their Conſcience 


did not ſtir in wearing of the Satred Veſtments. 


_ 


ow ridiculous then and repugnant would it 
have been to add immediately, Bat how many 
Thouſands both Godly and learned even. of your 
Number are otherwiſe perſwaded? Now let the 
Reader judge, what Reaſon the Country-Mar 
had for boatting,after the Manner he has done, 
in the following Words; Lay both theſe Teſtimo- 
nies (that of Dr. Burnet and the Letter of the Aſ- 
ſembly) together, and ] hope it will appear 2 

* 9 that 


(46) 
that many, yea very many, even of the be the 
Nin, fers of the Church of England 2 Jas 
tisfied with the Liturgy ; and yet had been connived. 
at in their Nonconformity for at leaſt the firſty or 8 
Tears of Queen Elizabeth's Reign. | 
| He names Three particularly who did not 
| conform, and yet enjoyed Benefices,viz.Mr. Fox, 
| Dr. Humphrey, and William Whitttngham. Now 
the Firſt was a e ng the other two 
| 
| 


— 
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Deans, which is no great Sign, that they were 
for Parity or of Presbyterian Principles. Fox re- 
fuſed to ſubſcribe, which many may do, and 
at this time actually do, who yet make uſe of 
the Liturgy, and conform to all the Ceremonies. 
Tho' Whittingham was drawn away by the facti- 
ous Tęalots at Francfort,yet he might have retur- 
ned to a ſober Temper, beſore he was advanced to 

| the Deanry of Durham. And the Country-Man 
las brought no Authority to prove the contrary. 
Vea he has not adventured to ſay, That all or any 

of them did not perform the Worſhip by the Li- 
turgy, which yet was neceſſary to his main 
Buſineſs. And that the Matter may be put be- I. 
yond all Doubt, let the Country-Man conſult her-. 
riend — ig who _ us, (s) At Franc. 
ort an unhappy Difference fell in among. ſome of 
them, who 11 uſed before 1 En A pra 7 
| and did afterwards comply with it, when they were. 
in England, where it had Authority from the Law : 
Tet they thought, that being in Foreign Parts, they 
| 

| 


ſhould rather accommodate. their Worſhip to thoſe 


Wo) Hitt, Ret. Part 2, B. 2. P. 339. * 
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among whom they lived; ſo inſtead of the Engliſh 
Liturg y, they uſed one near the Geneva and French 
orms. | | 

This is alſo confirmed by Arch-Biſhop 
Whitgift, who, in his Letter tothe Lords of 
Council, ſays expreſly (t), It is notorious that 
in K. Edward*s Time, and in the Beginning of 
her Majeſty's Reign, for the Space of diverſe 
Tears, when this ſelf-ſame Book of Prayers was us 
niformally aſed, &c. by all learned Preachers main- 
' Fained, and impug ned by none, the Goſpel mightily 

prevailed, ke. Foe 
The Country-Man might have ſaved himſelfthe 
- Trouble of multiplying Words concerning the 
Patrons of Nonconformiſts. Arch-Biſhop Mhitgift, 
by his great Wiſdom, foreſaw the fatal Conſe- 
quences of the Diviſions and Diſcontents that 
were raiſed by the Nonconformiſts ; and 
therefore he told them, (2) I am perſwaded that 
Antichriſt worketh effeftually at this Day by your 
Stirs" and Contentions, whereby he hath, and will 
more prevail againſtihe Church of England, than 
ry any other. Means whatſoever, The Queen her 
diſcovered the Neceſſity of executing the 
Laws againſt the Paritans upon many - 
ſions, and particularly by the Commands ſhe 
gave to the Lord Keeper Puctering to tell the Par- 
lament : Lou are commanded by Her Maje- 
« ity ( ſays the Keeper (x) in his Speech) to 
© take heed, that no Ear be given to the wea- 
- : i riſom 
) Fuller, B. 9. P. 146. () Def. of his Anſwer to the Ad- 
monition,P. 349, (x) Apud Pierce new Dil. againſt Baxter. F,109. 
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4 rifom Solicications of thoſe that commonly 
* be called Puritans. As the preſent Caſe 
& ftandeth, it may be doubted, whether they 
s or the Jeſuits do offer more Danger, or be 
& more ſpeedily to be repreſſed. For albeit 
& the Jeſuits do empoiſon the Hearts of Her 


« Majeſty's Subjects, yet do they the ſame _ 


4 hut cloſely, and only in privy Corners: 
4 But theſe Men do, both publiſh: in their 
« printed Books, and teach in all their Con- 
4 venticles, ſundry Opinions, not only dange- 
& rous to the well-ſettled Eſtate and Policy of 
the Realm; but alſo much derogatory to her 
4 facred Majefty and Crown. --- In all which 
“4 Things (however in many other Points, they 
4 pretend to be at War with the Popiſh Jeſa- 
b its, yet) by the Separation of themſelves 
4 from the Unity of their Fellow Subjects, and 
& by Abuſing the ſacred Authority and Maje- 
&« {ty of their Prince, they do both join and con- 
& cur with the Jeſuits in opening the Door and 
preparing the Way to the Spaniſh Invaſion; 


6 
* 


thers were in the Right, & alas! too ſad and fatal 
Experience hath convinced Poſterity, that they 


were not miſtaken; it may plainly appear how 


faithfully the Queen was ſerved by theſe Srateſ- 
men and Biſhops, whom the Country-Man endea- 
vours to extol for their Lenity to the Puritans. 


I am very far from being an Advocate for Per- 


ſecution, or juſtify ing the leaſt Severity upon 1 


that is threatned againſt the Realm.” Now ]? 
if the Queen, Arch-Biſhop Whitgift and many 6 


is Sd > $$ ama "nd al =>. W 3. 
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meer religious Account Bur on the other hand, 
I cannot condemn thoſe wiſe and pious Prin- 
ces, who, foreſeeing the Danger threatned to 
Church and State, by the Enemies of both, 
have been unwilling to betray their Truſt, or 
to caſt off all Concern for thoſe that GOD had 

iven them the Charge and Care of; and fo 
Were obliged to ſecure the Tranquillity and 
| Safety of their People by ſeverePenalties againſt 
Diſtarbers, tho? perhaps ſome few well-meaning, 
Perſons, through their own Folly, have been 
involved in them and ſuffered by them. 

All that the Country- Man faith about the 
Clamour and Numbers of the non-conformin 
Miniſters in K. James the I's Time, tho? it 
Were nicely true, yet I think it ſufficiently an- 
ſwered by Arch-Biſhop Spotiſwood, who tells us 
(w), That when the Rolls were brought in, of thoſe 
that ſtood out and were depoſed on the Account of 
Non-conformity, they were found tobe 49 only in 
all England; whereas the Miniſters in that Ring- 
dom are reckoned Nine Thouſand and above: Such 
a Noiſe will a few Diſtarbers cauſe in any Society. 
The Country- Man is ſo far from being fatisfied 
with the wiſe &learned Primate s Reflection, that 
it "x him altogether out of Humour, and 
makes him tranſgreſs the Rules of Decency : 
He calls it, The. groſſeſt Daubing he ever ſaw, and 
8 ſays, The Arch-Biſhop was a great Maſter in that 
Art. But how does 12 juſtify this his . 
| . ; 1 9 's ha y 
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- ly Cenfure? He does it by asking a Queſtion 
or WWP. 6 | 0 
The firſt Queſtion is, Were there gooo preach- 
ing Miniſters in England at that Time? To 
which he anſwers : He muſt be a hardy Man that 
will affirm that. No, there were not the half 6.4 
that Number. Truly, Country-Man, he mul 
be a very hardy Man, that hopes to overcome 
a Friend of yours in Hardineſs. But pray, how | 
came preaching Miniſters to enter into the 
| Queſtion? The excellent Primate was obſer- 
ving how many of the Clergy were deprived in 
K. James's Time for Non conformity, and'exaQt- 
ly according to Truth ſays, There were only 49 
in all England: And is it not as true, that the 
| Miniſters of that Kingdom are reckoned above 
| 
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9000? The Subject did no way lead him to 

_ diſtinguiſh between preaching and not-preaching 

| Miniffers ; if. there be then any Daubing here, 
| it muſt ly at the Country- Mans Door. But why 
muſt a Man be hardy, who affirms, that there 

were gooo preaching Miniſters at that Time ? 

. Certainly all were obliged to read the Leſſons | 
with the Goſpels.and Epiſtles, and one of the 
Homilies, when there was no other Diſcourſe 
delivered to. the People. And I think, this was 
Preaching, and the trueſt and beſt Kind of 
Preaching, If the Country-Man means by preach-. 
ing Miniſters, thoſe who every Sunday ſtirred up 
the People by their Haranzues to Sedition and 
Contempt of Authority, no Body will contend 
with him;tho*there were too many ſuch, yet they 
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were .inconſiderable at that Time, in compari- 
ſon of thoſe who faĩthfully adhered to their Du- 
ty. But let us underſtand by Preachers, thoſe 


- 


who read or declaim a Diſcourſe ditin& from 
the Homilies of the Church, how does the 
Country: Man prqv e, that they were not the half 
of gooo? Arch-Biſhop Mhitgiſt, . pleading for 
Pluralities, ſa id, There were in England 4500 Be- 
nefices with Cure, and moſt of them under 8 lib. 
in the Firſt Fruits Book, which cannot be furniſhed 
with able Paſtors; becauſe of the Smalneſs of their 
Livings. Ergo the half is cut off at one Blow. 
The Country- Nan is the ſubtileſt Reaſoner that 
ever I encauntered: I do not think any Body elſe 
can ſee this Conſequence. Did the Arch-Bi- 


U. vp ſay, That none of all theſe were furniſhed 
with 


with preaching Miniſters? No ſuch Thing. 
Yea, he does not ſay expreſly, That there were 
no able Paſtors in any of them, If one {ſhould 
ſay, There area vaſt Number of Schools, the 

acouragement whereof does not amount to 
100 Merks, which cannot be furniſhed with 
able Maſters, becauſe of the Smalneſs of the 


Encouragement: Who would infer from this, 


That the Maſters of theſe Schools were not 
teaching Maſters? Certainly they teach, tho? 
ſome of them not ſo well as others. The Arch- 
Biſhop's Reaſoning is .much the fame; and if 
his Meaning could not be, that it was impoſ- 


# ible to furniſh any of thoſe Churches with 
3 ſufficieatMinifters,far leſs ought he to be under- 
Rood concerning preaching Miniſters : For 
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there always were Fe preaching Miniſters, 


who do not deſerve to be called able Paſtors. But 


I muſt add, that theſe Livings, whoſe Firft Fruits 
were only 10 or 8 lib. Ster. were greater than 
ſome Perſons may imagine. The Firſt Fruits 
are but the thifd or fourth Part of the real 
Revenue ; whence thoſe ſmall Livings muſt 
have been worth 30 or 24 lib. to which let us 
add 20 lib. for Eaſter-Offerings, Baptiſms, Mar- 
riages, Burials, &c. Theſe make up Benefices 
of 50 or 44 lib. Sterling: And it is not long 
ſince ſeveral Churches in Scotland had not a- 
bove 500 Merks Scots of Stipend; and yet they 
were furniſhed with preaching Miniſters, yea 
often with able Paſtors. ' But let us ſuppoſe, e- 
very two of theſe ſmaller Benefices were poſſeſ- 
ſed by one Miniſter ; even in this Caſe, if the 
Country-Man's Arithmetick be better than his 
Logick, he may eaſily compute, that the ooo 
will be diminiſhed but by one 4th Part, and 
that may be made up another Way, as I ſhall 
ſhew by and by. Ba (ſays the Country- 
Man) to affirm, there were above gooo, is to im- 
Poſe too rudely upon People's Belief, when every 
Pedler knows, that there is ſuch a Thing as Plura- 
lity of Benefices in England. What if one ſhould 


ſay, That Plurality of Benefices increaſes ra- 


ther than diminiſhes the Number of the Mini- 
ſters? This will ſeem a Paradox; but yet it 
does not want a great deal of Probability. It 
15 certain, that more of the dignified and toping 
Clergy have Pluralities, than the inferior 1 
i. 8 20 An 
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more than allChriſtendom beſides. And theLordGray, 
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And tho? when one gets two ſmall 'Livings ad- 


jacent to one another, he diminiſhes the Num- 


ber, by officiating himſelf in both by Turns; 
yet on the other Hand, When one of the Univerſi- 
ty, a Dean, or Prebendary, &c. has one or 


two Benefices, he has a Curate in each of his 


Pariſhes; and ſo the preachin 


Clergy is aug- 
mented. But whatever ma E * ch 


in this, the 


 Country-Man wants to be informed, that ſeveral 
Pariſhes in Towns have two or three Prieſts, 
all of which do preach on ſome Occaſions. - He 


ought alſo to add Domeſtick Chaplains, thoſe, 
I mean, who have no Livings, many in the U- 
niverſities, | Chaplains of Hoſpitals, : of the 
Fleet, Land-Forces and Gariſons; and if 
theſe will not make up the 9000, Iam much 


_ miſtaken. | 


I come now to his ſecond Queſtion, Thought 
his Grace nothing of depoſing 49 Miniſters in that 
Scarctty ? Wer vag the good Arch-Biſhop 
was very ſorry for them, but who could help 


it? Was it not {bertter, that 49 ſhould be de- 


prived, who would not ſubmit to the lawful 
Commands of their Superiors, than that Church 
and State ſhould be turned topſy-turvy by 


their Peeviſhneſs and Folly, even tho' the Scar- 


city had been as great as is pretended. Arch- 
Biſhop Whiteift Go) affirmed in the Parlia- 
ment 1587, That England at that Time flouriſhed 
with able Miniſters more than ever before; jea, had 


) 


 Attions;bur 10 G0 D, &. Far leſs could there 


D ence could 


EIN n 
à ſtout Patron of the N onconformiſts, who re- 
d. did not at all deny the Thing, but only 
id, Ie was not to be attributed to the Biſbops or their 


be any Ground for Complaints concerning the 


after. * 
But the Conntry-Man has another Queſtion. 


Spotiſwood, call the 
eee, 5 f ri learned, godly and fraitful 
a fturbers? Any, * — but a 
Wich the Hiſtory of thoſe 

Tin imes, or even conſiders the Country- 
zounts about them, will think he fpoke modeſtly 


enough, when he called them Diſturbers. But 


haps his Spleen is raiſed chiefly from his ſay- 
— they were few : Now does not he himſelf 
immediately confeſs, that all conformed except 


49? and be adds moſtcharieably, That one State- 


Argument goes further than T Scripture ones, 
Their Wives and C hildren fin of more 7 
Arguments, than all their Books could da. 
ver, "tis plain from the above Dedauttion, owns. the 
ſt Part of them conformed; half not with. their 
Hale, and g ainſt 
3 of England wes furniſhed with a conſcien- 
#$0us Clergy.” Ins Wonder, tho' he do not 
ſpare Princes, Biſhaps, and others who diſcou- 
rage his Party, when he falls ſo ſeverely 
uamercifully upon his Darling Friends, 
hom he has been hugging and extolling all the 
"Tims before. Where are now the greateſt 


Scaroity of learned Miniſters ſo many Years 


Man's Ac- - 


16. And thus the © 


Number 


— 
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Miniſters of England? It is ſtrange, that Pre- 
judice ſhould blind one ſo much, as to contra- 
dict himſelf within Two or Three Lines. He 
had ſpent ſeveral Pages to ſhow, that the grea- 
teſt Number of able, reſident and godly Mini- 
ſters, in King Jamess Reign, did condemn the 
Liturgy and Ceremonies; and yet theſe very 
Men, whom again he calls the greateſt Number 
of the learned, godly and franfat Miniſters, he 
immediately, with the ſame Breath, brands as 
Men of no Conſcience, and Lovers of the 
World more than Lovers of GOD, except only 
49; by which he has abundantly confuted him- 
ſelf; and juſtified the pious Primate. It cannot 
indeed be denied, that Intereſt prevails too 
much with poor Mortals: But it is no leſs cer- 
tain, that our Merciful GOD . 5 His 
Threatnings, Chaſtiſements and Afflictions, as 
Means to ãwaken our Conſideration, to make 
us ſenſible of our Sins, and to excite: us to Re- 
ntance, and bring us back to our Duty. 
Might not then the Apprehenſion of theſe 
Men's Danger and Troubles have * 
them to conſider more impartially what t 
had been doing, and weigh the Reaſons of both 
Sides more carefully than ever they had done 
before? For my Part, I would think my felf 
highly uncharitable in the Sight of GOD and 
Men, if I did harbour and expreſs the ſame 
Thoughts about the Compliers, which the- 
Country-Man does. Many ſuch Remarks might 
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the Specimen, I have already given, may more 
than ſuffice: I will therefore only add a Word 
or two concerning the Inferences which he 


makes from the Whole. 
n the Fir 
if he had taken Spiritual Babylon by Storm, and 
deſtroyed Antichriſt himſelf, Root and Branch; 
he inſults over the poor Conformiſts, as if he had 
got them under his Feet, and honours them 


with the glorious Title of the Wiſemen of G 


i. e. Fools and Dunces. But let him pretend 


Hiſtorical Deduction, Ihat thoſe in England of the 
higheſt Character, the beſt Quality, the moſt can- 
ſummate Wiſdom, the greateſt Learning, have been 
as little in Love with the: Liturg y as the Scotch 


Whigs are. Our Scotiſh Presbyterians defame 


and abhor the Liturgy, as nothing better than 
the M2f-Book made Engliſh ; yea they condemn 


all Set Forms of Worſhip as finful and unlaw- 


ful. Now there is not. one of thoſe, of whom 


not actually join in the Worſhip performed by 
the Liturgy, whatever Scruples ſome. of them 


might have had againſt a few Things in it. 


Yea, Mr. Calamy, and the reſt of the leading 
Presbyterian Miniſters in England, within our 
own Memory, promiſed to make Uſe of the 


Liturgy with a few Abatements; if a Com- 
prehenſion had been obtained. I am far from 


denying, that there have been Perſons of 19 5 
urys 


made upon the reſt of his Hiſtory; hut 


place he ſtruts and triumphs, as. 


What he pleaſe, it will never appear from his 


the Country- Man has been ſpeaking, who did 
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lity, wiſe, learned, and (which the Country- 
Man had forgot) pious Men among the Von 
confurmiſts; yet I am afraid, if their Number 
be compared with thoſe of the Party, Who 


wanted theſe Quailties, they will be found 


ſo very few, that they may be as much negle- 
cted in the Problem, as the 1 are by 
the Mathematicians; and much more, if they 


ſhall be compared with thoſe of the Church. 


And if any of the mighty Talkers (as he is pleaſed 
to pn) of our Side, repreſent. the Enemies 
of the Liturgy as a Company of weak People, 
they muſt be underſtood, according to the Na- 
ture of ſuch Propoſitions, to mean only, that it 
is ſo for the moſt Part. As for thoſe who ſay, 
That the Object ions againſt the Liturgy do 
flow from Want of Judgment; I believe none 
of them deny, that there have been and are ju- 
dicious Men, who are diſſatisfied with the Li- 
turg). Perhaps, there was never fo great an 


Abſardity aſſerted by Philoſophers, nor Hereſy. 


ſpread among Chriſtians, but they were patrc- 
nized by ſome, that did not otherwiſe want 
Judgment; and yet, I think, the Country- 
Man will acknowledge, that the Arguments 
by which they ſupported their Errors, and the 


Objections they raiſed againſt the Truth, 
could be no Proofs of their good Senſe or ſolid 


Judgment. LP 3 

_ His Second Inference is, That the V anity of the 
Charch-Writers is intolerable, who cry. up the Ser- 
vice-Book as a perfect Piece. But I mult beg his 
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could be perfect. They knew very well, that 


and Uſefulneſs of the Liturg), nor juſtly be ſaid 


ſtauration on the 29th of May, were both added 


would have thought the Service-Book imper- 
fect only for the Want of them. It is hardly 


| WE 8 
Leave to ſay, That this is affirmed by him with- 
out the leaf Ground: Neither Dr. Gaaden, Dr. 
South, nor any other of the Church did ever 
think, or ſay, That any human Compoſure 


Variations had been made: And tho' the dif- 
ferent Circumſtances of Affairs and Times may 
require Words, Sentences, Collects, or Thankſ- 
givings, yea whole Offices ſometimes to be 
added, taken away or changed; yet that can- 
not be any Prejudice againſt the Excellency 


to add any Perfection to it. As for Example, 
the Coantry-Man (q) ſays, The Amendments 
that were made after the Reſtauration, were owing i 
to the Suggeſtion and Importunity of the Presbyte- 
riaus: Now to that Petition of the Litany, From 
all Sedition, privy Conſpiracy, from all falſe Do- 
&trine, &c. was added, and Rebellion. So that 
it runs now thus: From all Sedition, privy Con- 
Kue and Rebellion, &c. The Office for the 

artyrdom of Charles T. and that for the Re- 


at that Time. Whether the Presbyterians ſug- 
From! theſe Additions may be doubted. But 

ure Iam, none had more Reaſon to join hear- 
tily in the Confeſſions and Prayers of thoſe 
Offices than they ; and yet I think,none of them 


fair to found an heavy Charge upon a Flaſh of 


— — 
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Rhetorick, ſuch as that of Dr. Gauden; eſpecially 
when the Doctor's Words, taken in the 2-45 
literal Meaning, which the Deſign and Subject 
will allow, are moſt true, and have been found 
to be true by ſad Experience. All that: the 
Dr. ſays amounts to this, That the Church of 
England would be deprived of its Glory, Chari- 
ty, Unity and true Religion, if ſuch a Varia- 
tion were made of the Liturgy as would ſa- 
tisfy the Diſſenters; who, whatever ſome -of 
the more moderate may pretend, will be con- 
tent with no other Mending, than that which 
the rebellious Ramp Parliament made by abo- 
liſhing it utterly ; which the Country-Man (a 
has expreſſed by Two very elegant Witticiſms. 
End what was theConſequence of that Mending, 
a hearty zealous Presbyterian Miniſter of thoſe 
Times, Mr. Edwards, may teach him. We 
& (ſaith he) (a) in theſe laſt Four Years have 
“ {urpaſſed the Deeds of the Prelates, and ju- 
« {tified the Biſhops, in whoſe Time never ſo 
many, nor ſo great Errors were heard of; 
© much leſs ſuch Blaſphemies or Confuſions ;. 
| © we have worſe Things among us than ever 
* werein all the Biſhops Days, more corrupt 
% Doctrines, and unheard of Practices, than in 
« Eighty Years before I am perſwaded, iſ Se- 
ven ears ago, the Biſhops andtheir Chaplains, 
had but preached, printed, licenſed, diſperſed up 
* and down, in City and Country, openly, a 
„Quarter of theſe Errors, Hereſies, Blaſphemies, 
Y | 'H 2 | „Which 
YP. zo. (a) Cat. & Diſc. P. 73, 74, 76. 
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« which have been all theſe Ways vented by 
the Sectaries, the People would have riſen 
« up and ſtoned them. F 

His laſt Inference is yet ſeverer, and that 
upon the diſtreſſed Epiſcopal Clergy of Scotland, 
whom he calls fo incorrigible Fools, that they will 
not be wiſe, tho" they were brayed with a Peſtil in 
a Mortar; and all for ſetting up and introducing 
the Litargy. But, by his good Leave, as wile 
Men, as his Party can boaſt of, are of Opinion, 
That it will be fo far from being a Bone of Con- 
tention or Fire-ball, that it will prove the moſt 
effectual Means of putting an End to the Schiſm, 
at leaſt of leſſening the Number of Separati ſts, 
and fixing the Members of the Church in firm 
and conſtant Communion with her: And a lit- 
-tle Experience hath juſtified already their Opi- 
nion; for never were the Meeting-Houſes 
more crowded, nor the Euchariſt received by 
more People, nor more frequently, than ſince 
the ſetting up of the Liturgy. And the Country- 
Man and his Friends, whatever they may pre- 
tend, ſeem to fear it will do them no ſmall harm; 
elſe why all his and their terrible Noiſe and 
Clamour againſt it? I would adviſe him to be 
a little more modeſt afterwards in his Aſſer- 
tions and Prophecies. He is confident, That the 
bringing in of the Liturgy is contrary to the Inclina- 
trons of the People; and that it will be thelaſt Thing, 
they ever will be reconciled to: This is as true, as 
that Presbytry is agreeable to the Inclinations of 

the Generality of the People. T . AT 
e hic 


n 
which ſome had to it, proceeded meerly from 
their being unacquainted with it; and I know 

many, who after they had been a few Times 
at Prayers, were ſo taken with the Worſhip, 

that they heartily thanked GOD for the 
Change, and confeſſed, they could pray now 
with more Aſſurance and Faith, and be more 
feriouſly affected with their Devotions that 
formerly, and could ſay Amen more heartily to 
. the Prayers of the Church, which they had read 


and conſidered before, than they could have 
done to the ſudden and uncertain Expreſſions of 


a Miniſter, ſome of which perhaps they had 
never heard before, nor thought on, and which 
| poſlibly they could not underſtand, nor be ſa- 
tisfied with. He affirms, with no ſmall Heat 
and Confidence, That England will not lend her 
Hand to the eſtabliſhing the Liturgy, and that t 
would be the moſt perfidious Nation in the World 
doing ſo. If he had not been too haſty to pub- 
| liſh his Book, he might have learned more 
Wiſdom and Modeſty. The Britiſh Parliament 
are not to learn the Senſe of the fundamental Ar- 
ticles of the Union from his Gloſſes: They have 
thought it highly juſt and reaſonable to permit 
the Uſe of the Liturgy in Scotland, and to fence 
and ſecure thoſe that conform to it from all 
Diſturbance. Whether this be a lending of the 
Hand to the eſtabliſhing of it, or no, I ſhall not 


diſpute ; but this I know, he dare not call ita 


— 


Breach of the Union. 
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. 
I had almoſt forgot a ſhrewd Inſinuation or 


two againſt the Clergy who introduced the 
Liturgy, as if thereby they betrayed the Church, 


and enſla ved the Vation. Do ye intend perery 
(fairh he) to confirm the old forged Claim of the 


Engliſh Primates to the Obedience of the Scotch 
Clergy, and thereby betray your Church? Or would 
Jour impoſe upon the Nation. a Badge of Slavery, 


ſuch as Edward I. did, who, when. by Perjury and 


Tyranny he had ſubdued us, as a Mark of our Sla- 


very to the Engliſh, would have ws to receive their 


Liturgy ſecundum uſum Sarum ? And would 
Jou treacherouſly act the ſame Part over again? Tou 
are yet worſe than your Forefathers in 1637. I 
could give him a better Reaſon why our Fore- 
fathers made uſe of a Liturgy ? in a very few 
Things different from the Engliſb Liturgy at 
that time, were it either neceſſary or expedient : 
But ſome Country-Men cannot bear all Truths, 
and are apt to make a wrong Uſe of them. Our 
Biſhops knew very well, that there was a Set of 
wicked Men, who made it their chief Study to 
withdraw the People from the Obedience they 
owed to their Sovereign and ſpiritual Fathers, 
and therefore catched at every Shadow, from 
which they could raiſe groundleſs Calumnies, 
and infuſe Jealouſies in the Minds of the People: 


The Biſhops therefore were in the Right to pre- 


vent, as much as was poſſible, the Occaſions of 


them; but they were wiſer Men, than to 


fancy, that by uſing the ſame Liturgy with 
England, they could be faid, with any _ 
8 | ow 
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dow of Reaſon, to TubjeR the Church to 
that of England, or to acknowledge any 

Dependency - of the Crown of Scotland up- 
on the Kingdom of England. It is ridiculous to 
ſay, either that Diverſity of Liturg ies is an Ar- 
gument of the Independence of the Churches up- 
on one another, Where thoſe Liturgies are u- 


fed; or that the ſame Liturgy, in ſeveral Chur- 


ches, infers the Dependency of them upon one 
Primate. Every Body knows, that the Gallican 
Church had a particular Liturgy diſtin from 


the Roman, and the Ambroſian Liturgy at Mil- 
lan was different from both; and yet it is un- 


deniable, that at the ſame time both the Galli 


can Church and that of Millan did acknow- 


ledge the Biſhop of Rowe as their Patriarch. So 
on the other Hand it is certain, that the Galli. 
can Liturgy was uſed for ſome Time in the an- 
cient Britiſb and 1riſþ Churches; and at this 
Day the Eugliſb Liturgy is the Liturgy of Ire- 
land; and yet no Body was. ever ſuch a Fool 
at to think, that the Britiſb and Iriþ Churches 
of old ſubmitted to the Juriſdiftion of any 
Biſhop. or Primate in France; or that the 
Church- of Ireland, at this Day, owns an 
other Primate but the Arch-Biſhop of Armagh. 
And the very ſame Things may ſufficieatly dif- 
cover the Vanity of his other invidious Sagge- 
tion. If the Britiſh and Iriſh Princes did own 
no Subject ion, to him or them who were the 
ſupreme civil Governours of the Gallican Charch, 
tho? they borrowed their Liturgy ; why ſhould 
| . | our 


— — 
pan —_ — — —— — a> 


„„ E 
our uſing of the Prayer Book of England make 
us Slaves to the Engliſh? Have not our Preſ- 
byterians got their Weſtminſter Confeſſion of 
Faith from England? Haye not both they 
and we borrowed the Tranſlation of the Bible 
from the Church of England? Now, tho? one 
would think theſe two-Things were of much 
greater Importance than any Liturgy; yet 
none ever dreamed, that thereby either the 
Kirk or the Church of Scotland were ſubjected 
to that of England, But beſides, I. muſt in- 
form the Country- Man, that it is abſolutely 
falſe, that Edward I, impoſed upon Scotland the 
Liturgy ſecandum uſum Sarum ; for by the aus 
thentict and original Parchments, belonging to the 
See of Glaſgow, kept at Paris, it is evident, that 


. the Rites of Sarum were' received at Glaſgow in 


the Time of Alexander 34 _ of Rome, long 

before Edward Longſhanks his Time. This 1 
had often from the Mouth of an Eye-Witneſs, 
the late Dr. John fond a Prieſt of the Romiiſh 
Church, a Perſon highly eſteemed by all of buth 
Communions, as well for, his great Candour 
and Modeſty, as his eminent Knowledge in al! 
the Parts of uſeful Learning, and N the 
Antiquities of this Nation: And I chooſed to 
ſet it down in his own Words, which he was 
| pleaſed to give me under his own Hand, I 
would fain ask the Country-Man one Queſtion, 
If uſing the Rituale, Breviarium and Mi ſßale of 
Sarum had been the leaſt Badge of Subjection 
to England, would King Robert Bruce, or his 
pf * 2x Royal 
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Royal Succeſſors, have ſuffered them to conti- 
nue in the Church of Scotland? And yet it is 
certain they did, and no other were uſed over 
all Scotland in the public Offices, until the Re- 
formation, except in the Dioceſs of Aberdeen, 
which it ſeems had a Breviarium of its own for 
ſome Time. So much may ſuffice in Anſwer 
to what the Country- Man has faid for Uſe after 
«heir Presbyterian Way : And truly his Uſes ( to 
ſpeak in his Dialect) are exactly of a Piece 
with his Doctrines; both are equally agreeable 
to good Nature, Modeſty, Meekneſs, Charity 
and Truth. Jr; 3 
I ſhould now proceed to the main Subject 
of the Controverſy, but that I am forced to 
ſtop a little, and-take Notice of ſomething that 
looks like unfair Dealing. The Country-Mazx up- 
braids the Author of the Charter with wilful 
ee (H, and with Winking (c), becauſe 
forſooth he had ſaid, He had not Opportunity 
of enquiring what Forms the Enugliſh Refor- 
mers uſed in Henry VIIPs Time, and yet had 
Dr. Burnet's Hiſtory of the Reformation before his 
Eyes: But truly very little Satisfaction can be 
had from that Hi/ory, if it give no diſtincter 
Account, than what the Country- Man has ci - 
ted from it, viz. All the Changes that the Com- 
mittee, appointed for the Ceremonies, made, was 
only the, Raſure of ſome Offices and Collects, and 
the ſetting out of a new Primer with the vulgar Der 
votions for the common People; but the Changes 

were 
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were not ſo great, that it was neceſſary to-reprint the 
Miſſals or Breviaries, We are not told what 

and how many Offices and ColleQs were raſed: 
And if I were allowed to blot out whole Offi 
ces and Colle&s out of the Roman Miſſals and 
Breviaries, I think I could leave them very 
harmleſs, ſo that any Proteſtant might join 
with them fafely. Sure I am, I could make 
them leſs liable to Exceptions than the preſent, 
Offices of the Greek Church. And yet Mr. 
| Baxter ſays (4), Were Tin Armenia, Abaſſia, or 
among the Greeks, I would join in a much more de- 
fective Liturgy'than now. But what Excuſe can 
the Country-Man make for giving a wrong and 
falſe State of the Queſtion ? I proceed, ( ſays 
he) particularly to conſider our Reformers enume- \, 
rate by your Author, and to examine whether he 
has adduced any Thing, or whether indeed any Thing 
can be adduced, whence it may be inferred, that th 
were ſatisfied with; or conformed to, the Engliſh 
Liturgy, And immediately after he gives the 
State of the Queſtion inthe Words of the Funda- 
mental Charter; but then he adds, Or briefly whether 
they were ſatisfied with, or conformed to, the Engliſh | 
Liturgy. I am very ſure he knew very well, 
that the Author of the Charter never inſinuated, 
far leſs affirmed, That all our Reformers were 
_ fatisfied with every Thing in the Litargy. He 
himielf owns, in the very next Page (e), That 
our Author acknowledges Knox was diſpleaſed with 
ſome Things in the Engliſh Litargy. Therefore 
| the 
(4) Def. of Cure, Part 2. P. 176. () P. 36. | 


. —b!n—˙Ü Ä > OOO OS — 


the true State of the Controverſy is only this: 
Whether it was the conſtant and uniform Pra- 
ctice of our Reformers, to join in the Com- 
munion of the Church of England, when they 
had Occaſion? The Country- Man ſets up for 
the Negative; but before he begins to examine 
the particular Inſtances, he thinks fit to pre- 
miſe this Poſtulatum, That thoſe of our Reformers, 
who had a Hand in compiling the firſt Book of Diſ= 
. cipline, were certainly no Engliſh Liturgy-Men. 
If he mean, that they were diſſatisfied with 
- ſome Things in the - Liturgy, and thought the 
Genevan Model purer; this is what every Body 
will grant him, and our Author was ſufficient- 
ly aware of it: But the Country-Man mult ſay 
more, even that they refuſed the Communion 
of the Church of England, and thought the 
Terms of it unlawful, elſe it can never ſerve 
his Purpoſe. The old Nonconformiſts had the 
ſame Scruples, which Kyox had, and greater 
than the other Five, who compiled the Firſt 
Book of Diſcipline, and yet I have proved, thty 
were ſo far from renouncing theCommunion of 
the Church, that they not only wrote moſt 
ſeverely againſt the Browniſts for ſeparating,and 
heard and joined in the Liturgy, but even read 
it themſelves in their Public Miniſtrations. He 
might therefore have ſaved himſelf the Trouble 
of that long Hiſtory he hath given us concer- 
ning Mr. Rox; unleſs he deſigned by it to a- 
buſe his unthinking Readers, already prepared 
for it by the falſe Fare of the Queſtion. 1 
2 He 
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Ille fays, © Mr. Kpox was —y 
<« Subprior of St, Andrem's, for teaching, 


- — 
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ed before the 
; hing, That 
« the Sacraments ought to be adminiſtred as 


4 they were inſtituted by Chriſt, and practiſed 


« by his Apoſtles: Nor ought there any thing be 
c“ added unto them, nor diminiſhed from them; 
« that no Man, in the Worſhip of G0 D, 
« might appoint any Ceremony, giving it a 
« Signification to his Pleaſure : that Prayer for 
« the Dead is Vain, and. to the Dead is Ido- 
&« latry. ” But, notwithſtanding all this, I 


ſay, Knox might have communicated, and a- 


ctually did communicate with the Church of 
England, when he was in that Kingdom. Pray- 
ers for the Dead were not even in King Edward's 


firſt Liturgy. There are no Prayers for the 


Dead in it, except in the Office of Burial, and 
in the End of the Prayer for the whole State of 
Chriſt's Church in the Communion Office, 
which I ſhall ſet down here: We commend unto 
thy Mercy (O LORD.) all other thy Servants 
who are departed from us with the Sign of Faith, 


and now reſt in the Sleepgf Peace, grant unto them, 


we beſeech thee, thy Mercy and everlaſting Peace; 
and that at the Day of general Reſurreftion, we 
and all they which be of the myſtical Body of thy 
Son, may altogether be ſet on his Right Hand, and 
hear that his moſt joyful Voice, Come ye bleſſed of 
my Father, &c. Now this Prayer quite over- 
turns Purgatory, and is fo like the Prayers for 


the Dead, that were uſed very early in the 


Primitive Church, that Ro, who reckoned 


Prayer 


\ 


F | 
Prayer for the Dead only to be vain, might 
have joined ſo far as to ſay, valeat quantum va- 
lere poteſt. The moſt he could do, was not to ſay 
Amen to this Petition; and therefore without 
any Scruple he might have joined heartily with 
the reſt ot the Worſhip, much more might he 
have joined in the Second Liturgy of Edward, 
where there was not left the leaſt Veſtige of 
Prayers for the Dead. The Church of Eug land 
_ teaches no leſs than Mr. Rao, That nothing is 
to be added or taken away from the Sacra- 
ments; That they ought to be adminiſtred as 
Chriſt inſtituted them. They alſo believe, 
That no Man can inſtitute Ceremonies that 
ſignify the Conveyance of a divine Grace and 
Vertue ; becauſe theſe are Sacraments in the 
moſt proper Senſe; and ought not to be uſed 
without an expreſs Inſtitution 1n Scripture: But 
ſeeing our Thoughts may be ſometime expreſſed 
as ſignificantly in dumb Shows, as in Words, 
they believe, that it is as much in the Power of 
the Church to appoint ſuch to be uſed, as it is 
to appoint. Collects or Prayers; Words and 
Signs being but different Ways of expreſſing 
our..own Thoughts. And Mr. Kzox is to be 
underſtood concerning Ceremonies only in the 
firſt Senſe, as $a ly Þun theſe he particularly 
mentions (f), Spittle, Salt, Candle, Hards, Ol, 
in Baptiſm, cc. to which the Papiſts aſcribe 
Divine Grace. But whatever was Mr. Kyox's 
Meaning, and whatever Influence his Prin- 
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ciples ought to have had upon his Practice 
as ro Communion, this is nothing to the 
Purpoſe. The Conſequences of Men's O- 
pinions cannot, with Juſtice, be charged 
upon them when they deny the fame. It is 

4 enough for our Defign, that Kyox kept Com- 
3 munion with the Church of Exgland, which is 
a thing moſt certain. He tells us himſelf (g) That 
he was firſt appointed Preacher to Berwick, then to 
ll! Newcaſtle, laſt he was called to London and to 
| the South of England, where he remained till the 
| Death of Edward VI. And this the Country- Man 
is forced to acknowledge, and even that R 
8 before the Kingʒ but then he denies, that 
e uſed the Emgliſh Service, or thought it law 
ful to conform to it, or that any Hiſtorian ſays 
ſo. Indeed it would have been ridiculous for 
1 any Hiſtorian, who had once told, That he had 
frequently preached in the Churches and before 
the King himſelf, to add, that he had kept 
" Communion with the Church. of Exgland and 
conſequently joined in the Liturgy. The Nature 
of the thing it ſelf ſhows it. I am ſure if one 
ſhould fay, That Mr. W-----r had preached this 
| Year in the Chapel Royal, no Body that belie- 
= ved the Matter of Fact would doubt, that he had 
| 
| 
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owned the Communion of that Church as law- - 
| ful: Since it is contrary both to the Civil and 
4 Ecleſſaſtical Laws to ſafer any Separatiſts to 
make any ſuch Appearance; and the Caſe was 
. | ff.... 
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1 
exactly the ſame then. 71 have already obſerved, 
with how great Difficulty Biſhop Hooper was 
diſpenſed with as to the Epiſcopal Habit, only 
on ſome Occaſions: And who can believe, that 
one, who refuſed to join in the Public Worſhi 


and condemned the Communion of the Church 
as ſuperſtitious, unlawful and ſinful, would 
have been allowed ſo freely and publicly the 
Uſe of the Pulpit ? I deſire the Country- Man to 
give an Inſtance of any, who was permitted to 
to officiate as a Preacher in that Reign, and 
yet ſeparated from the Prayers. Yea, it is evi- 
- dent from all the Accounts of thoſe Times, that 
there was no Separation from the Church in 
Edward the VI's Reign. It muſt then be no 
ſmall Degree of Confidence to affirm, That Mr. 
K70x, or any other of our Reformers, refuſed to 
communicate with the Church of Exgland, 
which they could do no other Make but by the 
Liturgy, which was the only Worſhip uſed by 
her. But (ſays the Country-Man) when he was de- 
manded by the Biſhops of Canterbury and Ely, 
Whether he was of that Judgment, that none might 
ſerve in the Miniſtry within England accordi 


to the Rites and Laws of the Realm? He 8 


That none might lawfully. And being demanded, 


Why he kneeled not at the Lord's Supper? he an- 


ſwered, That ChriſPs Action was moſt perfect, that 
it was ſitteſt to follow his Example, that kneeling 
was Man's Imagination. After hot . 


they ſaid, They were ſorry to know him to be of a 
contrary Mind to the common Order. And he an- 
5 ſwered 


- 
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95 ſwered, That he was more ſorry, that the common 


Order ſhould be contrary to Chriſt's Inſtitution. 925 
The Author of the Charter had obſerved this 


Faſſage, and added from the ſame Calderwood 


(p. 3.) that Kzox ſa id, That no Miniſter in Eng- 
nd had Authority to ſeparate the Lepers from the 


Whole, which was a chief Part of his Office. Whence 


our judicious Author inferred + juſtly, That 
Kox did not found the Unlawfulneſs of being a 
Paſtor in England on the Unlawfulneſs of Epi. 
copacy, about which he ſpoke not one Word, 
but on the King's retaining in his own Hands 
the chief Power of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline : 
And I will add, That he did not found it upon 
the Unlawfulneſs of the Litarg y, but only upon 


the Ceremonies. However culpable Kyox might 
have thought the Paſtors of the Church of 


England for not exercing that Power of Diſ- 
cipline, which, by Divine Right, belongs to 
their Sacred Offices; yet he could never have 
believed, that, by doing ſo, they were not 
lawful Paſtors, and that their Communion was 


to be avoided as ſinful and unlawful. © This 
were to make him teach what I have ſhown is 


condemned by the Nonconformiſts themſqlves, 
ho are far from denying thoſe Churches,where 


This were to make him contradift what the 
Author of the Charter has evidently prov'd he 


Diſcipline is wanting, to be true Ci: 


had faid on many Occaſions; as for Inſtance, 


1n his Exhortation to England, January 12. 1559. 


He calls Ergland happy, in that GOD, by the 


Power 
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« power of His Verity e late Years (5. e. in 
« King Edward's Time) had broken and de- 
« ſtroyed the intolerable Yoke of her Spiritual 
« Captivity, and brought her forth, as it had 
4 heen from the Bottom of Hell, and from rhe 
« 'Thraldom of Satan (in which ſhe had been 
© holden blinded by Idolatry and Superſtition) 

« to the Fellowſhip of His Angels, and the 
« Poſlefſion of that rich Inheritance, prepared 
« to His deareſt Children with Chriſt Jeſus, His 


« Son.” And in the ſame Diſcourſe, he ſays of the 


Church of Exglana, © That in the ſame King 
« Edward's Days, ſhe was a delectable Garden, 
«planted by the Lord's own Hands.” A great 
many Expreſſions of the ſame Kind are cited 
by the learned Author from diverſe Writings of 
Mr. Nox, which his Adverſary paſſes over in 
Silence, and contents himſelf with ſaying, That 
all that can be gathered from Rao s Admonition 
Anno 1554, is, That he was glad that England 
was upon the Way of Reforming: Tho? he had been 
told, That Mr. Knox, throughout that whole 
Admonition, ſtill ſpeaks of himſelf as one of the 
Miniſters of the Church of Eugland, and rea- 
ſons there upon Suppoſitions, and from Prin- 
ciples which clearly condemned Separation 
from the Church of Exgland, as it had been eſta- 
bliſhed under Edward VI. Can any Perſon be- 
lieve, that Mr. Kox would call that Church 
A delectable Garden planted by GO D's own Hand; 
which really, in his Opinion, was no Church, 
as having no lawful Miniſters, and conſequently 


no Sacraments ? Could he have ſaid, That 
they bad been brought to the Fellowſhip of Angels 
aud the Whyte of the rich Inheritance; whoſe 


Worſhip he thought ſinful, and Communion 
impure and unlawful? But I would here ask 
the Country-Man, How it came, that the Biſhops 
demanded, why Mr. Kyox kneeled not at the 
Sacrament ? How could they know that he did 
not take it kneeling, if he never communicated 
with them? There were no Conventicles in 
King Edward's Days; and tho' there had been 


ſuch, and Kyox one of their Preachers, the 


moſt natural Queſtion would have been, Why 
he ſeparated from the Communion of the 
Church? What he adds concerning Mr. Kyox's 


Behaviour at Francfort,with relation to the Li- 
turgy; and his being one of thoſe, who com- 
3 the firſt Book of Diſcipline, is acknow- 


edged by the Author of the Charter, as the 
Country-Man himſelf takes Notice; and that 
might have beea ſufficient to put him in Mind, 
That the State of the Controverſy was not, 
Whether Mr. Kpox was ſatiofied with every 
Thing in the Liturgy? But, Whether he and 
our other Reformers thought it lawful to join 
in the. public Worſhip, and actually did keep 


Communion with the Church uf England, as 


they had Occaſion? The ingenious Author 
(+) kad obſerved, that John Kyox was fond of, 
and zealouſly maintain'd, a Principle, which 
had got too much Footing amongſt Proteſtant 
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Divines, viz. That the beſt Way to reform a Church, 


* was to recede as far from the Papiſts as they could; 
to have nothing in common with them but the Eſ- 


ſentials ; whatever was of its Nature indifferent, 
and not poſitively and expreſly commanded in the 
Scriptures, if it was in Faſhion in the Popiſh 
Churches, was therefore to be laid aſide,and avoided 
45 a Corruption. Now in Conſequence of this 
Principle it was, that Ko, who was the chief 
Compiler of the firſt Book of Diſcipline, did 
condemn the Obſervation of Faſts and Feſti- 
vals, and the Croſs in Baptiſm ; which not 
only then were uſed in the Exgliſþ Church, but 
had obtained in the Primicive Church long be- 
fore Popery was ever heard of. As for kneeling 


i- at the Lord's Supper, and Singing or Reading 


at Burials, the Book of Diſcipline does not ab- 
ſolutely condema them; whatever the Country- 
Man may pretend. The Compilers ſay, That, 
at the Supper Chriſt ſat with his Diſciples; and 
therefore they Jus e, that Sitting at Table is moſt 
convenient to that holy Action: And tho they judge 
it beſt, that neither Singing nor Reading be at the 
Burial------- Tet they are not ſo preciſe in this, but 
that they are content that particular Churches, with 
Conſent of the Miniſter, do that which they ſhall 
judge moſt fitting. But. notwithſtanding the 
Two or Three Things in the Book of Diſci- 
line; thatare contrary to the Practice of the 
ngliſh Church; yet Knox was far from think- 
ing, that the Communion of the Church of 
England was ſinful or unlawful. By the ſame 
K 2 "5 _ 
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Argument I ſhall prove, that Mr. Kyox did not 
communicate with the then Church of Scotland, 
or join in the Uſe of the Genevan Liturgy. The 

 Country-Man is at much Pains (i) to prove, that 
there are Footſteps of the Obſervation of Feſti- 
val Days in the old Scotch Liturgy ; and he af- 
firms, it is more than probable, that until the 
Year 1560, wheh the Book of Diſcipline was 
framed, the Holy-Days had been obſerved in 
Scotland by the Reformed. This laſt Aſſertion 
s moſt certain, and for the preſent I ſhall alſo 
grant the Firſt : If it was ſo, then Mr. Knox 
could not, without Sin, communicate with the 
Church of Scotland before the Year 1560, nor 
join in the Uſe of the Genevan Liturg); for it 
appears from the Firſt Book of Diſcipline, that 
he condemned the Obſervation of Holy-Days as 
ſuperſtitious. Again, the old Scotiſh Liturg y, 
allows Funeral Sermons, or ſome comfortable 
Exhortation to the People, touching Death and 
Reſurreftion ; But on the other hand, Fu- 
neral Sermons are diſcharged by the Book of 
Diſcipline, and are ſaid to nouriſh Superſtition. 
Tho' (as I have already ſhown) Reading and 
Singing at Burials were not abſolutely con- 
demned by the Book of Diſcipline ; yet the Au- 
thors thereof diſcover plainly their Averſion to 


them. Now it is evident from the Book of 


Diſcipline it ſelf, that this Practice obtained in 
the Church of Scotland: For there it is ſaid, (4 
We think it moſt expedient, that the Dead be ac- 


com 
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tempanied to the Place Burial with ſome honeſt 
| Neighbours, without either Singing or Reading, 
and without all Rind of Ceremonies formerly uſed. 
And a little after, They are content, that partitu- 
lar Churches, with Conſent of the Miniſter, do 
that which they ſhould find moſt fitting, &c. Now 
tho? Knox's Liturgy has a Form of the Viſi- 
tation of the Sick, yet it has none for Burial ; 
but on the contrary appoints, That the Corps ſhall 
be reverently brought to the Grave, accompanied 
with the Congregation without any farther Cere- 
monies. Seeing therefore the Church of Scot- 
land uſed a Form of Burial, and none of that 
Kind was ever in the Genevan Book, nor a 
pointed by the Book of r 11g it follows 
clearly, That Kzox's Scheme did not obtain in 
Scotland, and that there alſo the Liturgy of Exg- 
land was uſed, in-which alone there is an Office 
for Burial. And thus the Book of Diſcipline, 
inſtead of doing the Country- Man Service, has 
furniſhed us with a new Argument, That the 
Engliſh Liturgy was uſed in Scotland Au. 1 560. 
The Coantry-Mar's next Particular concern- 
ing Kyox, is, That he moved the Aſſembly to 
- write, and carried the Letter to the Biſhops of 
Eng land, againſt the impoſing the Surplice. Ma- 
ny may diſſuade the impoſing of a Thing, which 
yet they think lawful enough : But let us grant, 
that the Aſſembly did abſolutely condema the 
Surplice, tho? no ſuch thing can be collected 
from their Letter; What would follow from 
thence ? T have heard the Prayers of the Church 
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of England read in Scotland a Thouſand times, 
and yet never ſaw the Surplice uſed there: How 
then will it follow, that Mr. Kyox-could not 
join in the Public Worſhip by that Liturgy in 
Scotland? After this long and tedious Diſcourſe, 
to which the Country-Man has forced me, I 


leave it to the impartial Reader to judge, whe- 


ther he had Reaſon to boalt fo much of his Per- 
formance upon this Head. It is indeed plain 
from his Deduct ion, that Kyox had ſome Scru- 


ples againſt ſome Ceremonies of the Church of 


England, and thought the Genewar, or rather 
his own Model more pure; but we. have not 


| ſeen one Word of his thinking that any Petition 


or Expreſſion in the Liturgy was ſinful or un- 
lawful; and conſequently nothing has been 


brought by the Country-Man that can in the leaſt 


perſuade us to ſuſpect, that Kyox refuſed Com- 
munion with the Church of Exgland: So that 
he hath been at a great deal of needleſs Trouble 
to prove what no Body denied, and what, he 
O's his Adverſary had frankly acknowled- 
ged. | 
| - The Country-Maz obſerves, That Kyox cau- 
{ed add, in Edward VI's Second -Liturgy, the 
Rubric explaining the Reaſon of CR, at 


the Lord's Supper, which was ſtruck out in 1 


Elizabeth's Time, to gratify the Papiſts; a 
Was not reſtored but by the Importunity of the 


Vresbyterians after the Reftauration of Charles II. 
All I ſhall ſay to this, is, That neither Xu 


nor the Preshyterians can claim great e 
' _ 
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this; nor can the Le be ſaid to be impro- 
ved by it, Yea it is one Inſtance of many, by 
which it may appear, what little Advantage 
the Church can gain by granting Conceſſions to 
peeviſh Diſtarbers, The Doctrine and Senſe of 
the Church of Exgland concerning the conſe- 
_ Crated Elements of the Eacharift, is abundantly 

plain from the Articles and other public Do- 
cuments; what Neceſſity then was there of any 
ſuch Rubric? And if they expunging it in Queen 
Elizabeth's Time, did remove a (tumbling Block 
out of the Way of Papiſts, who for ſeveral Years 
came to the public Worſhip ; and on the other 
hand, the reſtoring of it in Charles II's Time, has 
noways obliged the Presbyterians, but they con- 
tinue ſtill to condemn that moft reverent Ge- 
ſture, and to load it with all the ſame hard un. 
charitable Words, as much ſince, as before that 
Rabric was reſtored, What hath the Church 
gained by the Change, or how can the Lirurgy 

e ſaid to have been made better by it ? 4 
As to the Country-Man's Digreſſion concer- 
ning Fox's Martyrology, and the Author of Kyox's 
Hiſtory, which laſt he will not affirm was 
written by Knox, 44 we now have it; I ſhall con- 
tent my ſelf to ſet down here, a Citation out 
of an Eſſay on Mr. Sage Life, which I faw. in 
Aug uſt. 17 1 . long before the Country- Man's Let 
ter was - publiſhed, or at leaſt, before it was 
ſeen. by any of that great Man's Friends, 
„ And here I will frankly and candidly ac- 
& knowledge, that in this Preface, he harh _ | 

len, 


« 


ce 
i 
te 
'« 
ce 
tc 


rend and Learned Arch - Biſhop Sporiſmood has 
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len, by Inadvertancy, into a Miſtake, but | 


ſuch an one as is very pardonable: And 1 


choſe the rather to mention it, becauſe his 


Adverſaries have not taken the leaſt Notice 


of it; and it is the only Error, I have obſer- 


ved throughout all his Writings. Mr. Sage 
pretends to bring infallible Proots, that Kpox 


Was not the Author of the Hiſtory commonly 


attributed to him: The Arguments brought 
by him are indeed ſo ſtrong and convincing, 


that it would be impoſſible to reſiſt the Force 


of them, if the Paſſages on which they are 
founded, were not the Interpolations and 
Additions of Mr. David Buchanan, who pub- 
liſhed a new, but very unfaithful, Edition 
of that Book, at Edinburgh 1644. This was 
the Edition which Mr. Sage made uſe of, and 


all the Places cited by him from Pag. 447, 


449, 306, and 286 are intirely wanting in 
the old Editions; and particularly in that prin- 
ted Anno 1584. Tho? therefore Mr. Sage's 


Proofs do evideatly and undeniably diſcover 
the difingenuous and unfair Dealing of the 


Presbyterians in obtruding upon the World, 


for the genuin Work of Mr. Kz0x, the Inter- 


polations of one who wrote more than 70 


Years after his Death; yet they can be of no 
Uſe in determining the Queſtion, Whether or 


no Kxox was the Author of that Book, as 
we have it in the old Editions? Neither can 
I agree with Mr. Sage, that the moſt Reve- 


pr oved, 
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« proved; by Demonſtration, that Work to be 
« Furious, For that great Man's Reaſoning is 


« wholly founded upon the Reference that is 


ce made At the A## and Monuments of Mr. Fox, 
e which; He pretends, were not publiſhed till 
6e 12 Yeats after Knows Death: And yet it is 
« plarn; that this is a Miſtake. T am perſuaded, 
« that the oldeſt Copy Which the 4rchbiſbop 

«< .ſaw-of that Book, Was printed fo late; but 
« it is certain that the firſt Edition was publi- 
<« ſhed Eight or Nine Tears at leaſt before Kyox 
« died: For Willizm Reynolds, in his Refutation 
ce of Whitater, cites an Edition of the Acts and 
Monuments printed at London 1563 (the very 
« ſame with that which the Country- Man ſam) and 


Ss © they are cited by Srapleton in his Prefate to 


« the Tranſlation of Bede's Hiſtory, Anno 1565. 
« Yea: Nicolaus Hatpsfield, under the borrowed 
Name of his Friend;' Alanus Copus, wrote and 
0 printed his-Dialogaes aga inſt them, Anno 1564, 

1565. But when-Fox's Book was firſt publi- 
« ſhed, or whether Knox was the true Author 
of the Hiftory or not, is a Matter of Moon- 
C ſhine; and neither Mr. Sage's Reaſonings in 
= © his Boole; not the Support of the Cauſe, 
which he undertock, depend in the leaſt up- 


on the Determination of theſe Niceties. 


I ſhall conſider, in the next Place, what the 
; tlie Country. Mes has ſaid concerning Friar Alex- 
= arnder Seton He tells us, That Seton went from 


Scotland: Thirty Three Vears befbre the legal 


1 Eſtabliſhment of the Reformation in the Year, 
Z L | 1527 
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1527 or 1528, Six or Seven Years before King 
Henry had renounced the Pope's Jut iſdiction: 


And then moſt wittily be asks, Did he flee from 


Popery in Scotland that he might join with it in 
England? I believe indeed, that was not the 
Deſign of his Flight. But what is it to the 
Purpoſe, when he fled? Ir is enough if he lived, 
as he truly did, unto the Time when conſide- 
rable Advances. had been made, in the Refor- 
mation, both of Doctrine and Worſhip. TheCoun- 
try-Man has been told very often, That pious and 
wiſe Men will take Care not to ſeparate from a 
Church for ſome Corruptions, eſpecially when 
no other Public Worſhip can be had: With 
what Confidence then, can he deny, that Mr. 


Seton did not join in the Communion of the 


National Church? He owns that he was Cha p- 


la in to the Duke of Suffolk. Every Body knows 


the Duke was no Separatiſt ; and therefore who 


ever performed Worſhip in his Family, muſt 


have done it according to the Laws of the King- 


dom. And it is as ridiculous to ſay, That Seton 


uſed any other Way; as it would be for me to 
ſuy, That the Moderator of the laſt Aſſembly read 
the Engliſb Prayers before the Brethren. Ay, but 
be taught, That the Law of God is the only Rule 
of Righteouſneſs, and that if God's Law be not vio- 
lated, no Sin is committed: A Principle - (faith 
the Country- Man) that quite deſtroys the Church's, 
Power to impoſe Ceremonies. He has not 
brought the leaſt Argument to confirm this: 
The Friar meant no more by theſe Words, N N 

that 
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that the Scriptures are a perfect Rule of Faith 


and Manners; for he knew very well thoſe 


ſinned, who- refuſed to obey the Civil Magi- 
ſtrate, even in things indifferent; and that all 
things in the Church of God are to be done 
with Order and Decency ; and that it belongs 
to the Governours thereof to appoint the Circum- 
ſtances and Modes of Worſhip, that is to ſay, 
the Ceremonies, Yea, Calvin himſelf and ſome 
other Diyines, who extended that Principle as 
far as any in thoſe Days, had Rites and Cere- 
monies in their ſeveral Churches, to which they 
exacted Obedience from the People; and they 
were far from encouragingany Separation from 
the Liturgy or Communion of the Church of 
England, upon that or any other Account, 
Alexander Aleſs is the Third Reformer, men- 
tioned by the Country-Man, concerning whom 
he ſays, Whatever his Principles were, the Settle- 
ot our Reformation was noways influenced by 
him, becauſe hz left Scotland 26 Tears before the 
Legal Eftabliſhment, and never returned Here 
I muſt take Notice, that he is always ſure to 
throw in ſomething or other quite foreign to 
the Purpoſe, which may indeed impoſe upon 
the Weak and Ignorant, but can do himfelt no 
Honour with Men of Candour and Judgment, 
What have we todo here with the Settlement 


of theReformation or its legal Eſtabliſhment in 


Scotland? Could none have Influence upon the 
Reformation but thoſe who were then living in 
Scotland, when it was eſtabliſhed by Law? By 
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this Way of arguing, Mr. Patrick Hamilton, 
Mr. Wiſhart, and all thoſe, who did, and ſuf- 
fered moſt for opening the Eyes of the People, 
and rooting out the Corruptions of Popery, 
muſt be excluded from the Honour of Refor- 
mers, and be faid to have had no Influence 
upon the Reformation. Mr. Aleſs lived ſeveral 
Years in England, was in great Favour with 
Henry the Eighth, and his Favourite Crommel, 
was called the King's Scholar, and was 
entertained in Cromnel's Houſe. Now the 
Character and Hiſtory of Henm the Eighth, will 
never ſuffer any to ſuſpect, that one could be fo 
highly in his Favour and Grace, and ſo much 


careſſed by his prime Miniſter, if he had refu- 


ſed to join in the Communion of the Church. 
Neither is it poſſible, that Dr. Aleſs could 
have been admitted to reaſon and diſpute in 
the Convocation, unleſs he had been of their 
. Communion, The Coanntry-Man inſults here, 
as if he had diſcovered a great Blunder of our 
Author, in calling Aleſs a Member of the Con- 
vocation. If one ſhould ſay, that St. Athana- 
ſius was a Member of the Council of Nice, and 


Deminicus a Soto a Member of the Council of 


Trent; every Body would underſtand his 
Meaning to be, not that they had Definitive 
Voices in thoſe Councils, - which was the Privi- 
lege of Biſhops only, but that Athanaſius was 
deſired to reaſon againſt the 4r7ian Hereſy in 
the Micene Council, and Soto to give his Senti- 
ments upon the Subjects that were conſidered 
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in the Tridentine- ( Mc | FO confident the 
accurate Author meant no more; and the moſt 
that can be made of it, is an Impropriety of 
Speech. Ale/s diſputed in the Convocation a- 
gainſt the Biſhop of London, and maintained, 


that there were but Iwo Sacraments; hence the 


Countrj-Man draws two Inferences. He diſpu- 
ted again(t the Biſhop of London; therefore he 
was not of the Church of England: And he 
maintained there were but two Sacraments ; 
therefore he was not of the ſame Principles 
with the Church of Exgland. As the Laſt In- 
ference is nothing to the Purpoſe, tho? in ſome 
Part true; ſo the Firſt is altogether ridiculous. 
He might as well reaſon thus; Dr. Aleſs 
thought theBiſhop fallible,therefore he was not 
of the ſame Communion : Or, Sir Hugh Camp- 
bel wrote to ſeveral General Aſſemblies, That 
it was the indiſpenſible Duty of all Chriſtians to 
uſe the LOR D's Prayer in their Devotions ; 
therefore he was not of their. Communion, 
Aleſs left England, Anna 1540, and was Pro- 
feſſor of Divinity for many Years, in Lypſick ; 
but it will not follow from , thence, that he did 


not communicate with the Church while he 


was in England. The Country- Man is forced to 
acknowledge, that Aleſs tranſlated into Latin 
the Firſt Liturgy of King Edward for Bucer's 
Uſe, and cauſed it to be printed at Hſict. But 
he 5905 This is ſo: far from being an Evidence, 
that he or Bucer were pleaſed with the Book, that 
it ſays the contrary ; for they were all ſenſible of its 
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Corruptions, and were reſolved to have it mended. 
But whom does he mean by Al here? certain- 
ly he muſt mean Cranmer and the other Biſhops, 
who only had Intereſt and Authority to mend 
it, and obtain the Civil Sanction to the A- 
mendments. Perhaps he would here again in- 
ſinuate, that the Primate was not of the Com- 
manion of that Church, of which he was the 
ſpiritual Head under Chriſt. Indeed, the 
ſame very Arguments, by which he proves 


that Aleſs and our other Reformers did ſeparate 


from the Church of Exgland, will as effectually 
prove the ſame concerning Cranmer. Tho? 
that excellent Prelate, the chief Inſtrument of 
carrying on and advancing the Reformation in 


England, was convinced of the Corruptions 


both in Doctrine and Worſhip; yet he (till 
joined in the Public Communion, until at laſt, 
by prudent, fair and peaceable Means, he ſet- 
tled in the Church a Liturgy and Worfhip in- 


tirely purged from all the Remains of Super- 


ſtition, and in End ſealed the ſame with his 
Blood. Neither is it. to be thought, that he 
would have employed Dr. Aleſs to have tran- 
ſlated the Liturgy, if he had known him to be 
an Enemy to that Communion. And if Dr. 
Aleſs was ſo much employed in the Concerns of 
the Church of England, even after he had re- 
moved into Germany, is it to be ſuppoſed, that 
he would altogether forget his Native Country, 
or neglect the Affairs of his Mother-Church? 
Certainly he did ſtudy to be ſerviceable to 
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them, by all Methods that were in his Power. 
He could not want Occaſions of ſeeing many of 
his Country -Men both in Ezgland and Germany; 
and by his Letters he was able to do much 
Good, and have very great Influence upon the 
Reformation, eſpecially when he died not be- 
fore the Year 1565, more than Five Years after 
the Eſtabliſhment of the Reformation in Scot- 
land (i. | N 1 . 
The Country- Man acknowledges, That John 
Fife and Mr. Mackdowal ſta id Six Years in Eng- 
land, and that the firſt became Divinity - Profeſ- 
ſor at Lypſick, and from thence returned after- 
ward to Scotland; and that the other became a 
Burgo-Maſter in one of the "Towns in Saxony, 
but never returned to his native Country. Since 
then they left Scotland at the ſame Time with 
Dr. Aleſs, and ſtaid all the ſame Years in Eng- 
land, and retired to the ſame Saxony with him, 
the Author of the Charter had good Reaſon to 
ſay, That they were of the ſame Principles with 
him. But ſays the Country- Man, Then certainly 
they were not of Engliſh Principles. They were. 
juſt as much of Engliſh. Principles as Cranmer 
was at that Time. Lis true indeed, Dr. Aleſf 
and the reſt were diſpleaſed with the Corrup- 
tions both of Doctrine and Worſhip, that as 
yet remained ; but, notwithſtanding theſe, one 
of Aleſ's Principles was, as we have ſhown 
from his Practice, That Communion with the 
Church of England was lawtul; and that is 
| ſufficient 


O Vide Aleſ?'s Life, by Dr. Mackenzie, 


| 
1 
1 


ſuffetent to oy 
(fays* 


of. * is 1. 


the Countrj-· Mam) that My! Fife rotur 


V Scotland, of German rh Englifh Primipless 
But 'the'Connrty-Mai did not reflect 


Germ Divines of Saxony, and particularly of 
Lypſick, were -Luthtrans, and conſequently” 0 


retained Images in their Churches; and; Loge 
cher with a Liturgy, uſed more Ceremonies in 


And if Mr. Fife returned with'ſuch'Principles, 
this'1s all we'ſtandin need of, for pen 
Controverſy. 

John Mackbee is the next, ho as the Coun- 
iry-Man confeffes) fled to England about the 


line Pitts, ve! Harv 1534; with Ae, an 
_ thiereft, and was liberally entertained by Shax- 


zo Biſhop of Salichury: All that is brought to 


prove, that he did not communicate with» the 
Church, is only a long Story about Shaxton, to 
ſhow, that he was a proud and ill-natur'd Man, 
an Hy 


poerite in Edward the Sixth's Time, and 
an Apoſtate in Q. Mary's: But what Advani 
tags can he make by this ? It cannot be de. 
nizd'thet Shaxton Was Biſhop of Saliabury, and 
r. Maccabeus was in ſingular Pavour and 
Priendſhip with him; and therefore it muſt 
neceſſarily follow, that Marlies imitated the 


Example of his Country-Men,-and- did not ſe- 


parate from the Communion of the Church. 
F Sharon was ſecretly ork in his Heart a Pa- 


piſt, 


that the 
Enemies to Imparity amongſt the Paffors; and 


their Worſhip than the Church of Vnglan ever 
uſed; after the ſecond Liturgy was:compoſed ! 


* 


piſt, the Argument is (till the ſtronger. It is 


dot probable, he would have ſhown fo great 


Kindneſs and Reſpect to one, whoſe Enmity 
to that Party carried him further than was 


uſual, or was practiſed by his Friends and 


Country-Men of the ſame Principles. Bat he 
ien England, departed into Dutchland, and 
thereafter became Chaplain to the Kjng of Den- 


mark, and died in his Service, Anno 15 50. But 
What of all that? Eyery Perſon knows, that 


theſe in Denmark have Epiſcopacy, a Liturgy, 


and more Ceremonies than the prefent Church 
of Ergland ; So that Mackbee was a Church of 


England Man or Liturgy Man, notwithſtanding 
the confident Boaſts of the Countr)-Man. 
Sir John Borthwick is now to be conſidered, 
who was charged with Hereſy Anno 1 540, (as 
Spotſ wood and Petrie inform us) for maintain- 
ing, That the Hereſies commonly called the 
Hereſies of England, and their new Liturgy, 
was commendable. I will not contend whether 
Fox or Spotſwood be more to be relied upon in 
the Accounts they give of the Heads of Borthwick's 
Accufation ; Sporſmood might have got from his 
Father a more exact Information of Scoriſh Af. 
fairs, than a Stranger reaqily could get. And 


tho? the Rgſures out of the Popiſh Rituals were 


not made at that Time; yet it is certain, that 
fome ſmall Changes were made after Hexry the 
& Eighth renounced the Pope's Supremacy ; and 
= upon that Account Cardinal Beaton and his 
= Clergy might call it a new Liturgy. It is very 


M rrue, 
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true, Borthwick in hls: Abele, to that Article 
concerning the Hereſies of England, as ſet 
down by Fox, has theſe Words: What Religion 
at that Iime was uſed in England, the like the 
whole Realm of Scotland did embrace. In this 
Point only, the Engliſh Men differed from the 
Scots, that they had caſt off the Toke of Antichriſt, 
the other not; Idols were worſhipped of both Nati- 
ons, the profaning of the Supper and Baptiſm mas 
alike to them both; wicked Superſtition reigned 
on both Parts, and true Worſhip was deformed and 
defaced with deteſtable Hypocriſy, But Sir John 
was very much miſtaken ; King Henry had 
made ſeveral conſiderable Steps towards the Re- 
formation, beſides the renouncing the Pope's 


Supremacy, long before the Lear 1540. It 4 


were tedious to give a particular Account of 


them, any Body may ſee them in Dr. Barnet's 
Hiſtory. of the Reformation: I ſhall only for an 
Inſtance refer the Reader to the Injunitions gi- 
ven out in the King's Name by Cromwel, Anno 
1538 (H, upon which the learned Hiſtorian 
makes this Remark : Theſe Injunctions ſtruck at 
three main Points of Popery, containing Encou- 
ragements to the Vulgar, to read the Scriptares in 
a known Tongue, and putting down all Worſhip of 
Images, and leaving it free for any Curate to leave 
out the Suffrages to the Saints, The Country-Man 
himſelf acknowledges, that the Raſures out of 
the Breviafies and Miſſals were made within 
two Months after Borthwick's Libel, and tho? 
* ? | * 
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mn "Hiſt, Ref. Par, I, B. 3. P. 249. 250. 
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he pretends theſe made but a ſmall Change in 
the Worſhip, yet Dr. Burner (I) ſays, It is like- 
that moſt of thoſe Scandalogs Hymns and Prayers, 
hich are adareſſed to Saints'in the ſame Stile, in 
which good Chriſtians worſhip G'O D, were all 
ftruck out; becauſe they were nom condemned, as 
appears hy the Extratt of the other Book -ſet out by 
the Biſhops, - Borthwick having fled into England 
was kindly received by Hen) the Eighth (, 
and employed by him in a Commiſſion to the Prote- 
ſtant Princes in Germany, for a Confederation be- 
tmi xt him and them. He was lent in December 
1550 to the King of Denmark, with private In- 
ſtructions, for the Marriage of the Lady Eli- 
zabeth, as King Edward himſelf aſſures us in 
the Journal written by his own Hand, P. 21. 
apud Burnet Hiſt; Ref. Vol. 2. So that he lived 
at leaſt after the firſt Liturgy was compiled. 
And for any thing we can know from the Hi- 
ſtorians, he died not before the Reformat ion was 
perfected in Exgland by Edward the Sixth's 
ſecond Liturgy; and therefore could not miſs 
to be a Church of England-Man, ſeeing there 


& were no Separatiſts in thoſe Days. 


Me proceed to Thomas Guillam, the firſt pub- 
lic Preacher of the Reformed Religion in Scot- 
Land, by whoſe Sermons John Kox got the 
& firlt lively Impreſſions of the Truth. This 
= Guillamafter Arran the Regent(whoſe Chaplain 
= hewas) apoſtatized, withdrew and fled into 
England, without returning; from which it 
1 | MESS -- - v8 
0 Part. B. 3. P. 295. (in) Spotſwood, P. 70. 


is reaſonable to conclude, he followed the 


( 92 ) 


common Courſe with our other- Reformers 


there. To this the Country- Mun replies, If we | 


\ 


may judge the Maſter by the Scholar, ſeeing Knox 
was far from being a Conformiſt, there is very 
great Ground to believe, that Guillam, by whom 
Knox was principled, was none either. But 
I have proved that the Scholar did communi- 
cate with the Church of Exgland, and there- 
fore according to this Reaſoning, Guillam the 
Maſter, uſed the ſame Practice. The Conntry- 
Man ſays, If he had conformed in England, he 
had grown worſe than when he was in Scotland; for 
when he was the Governour's Chaplain, he preachs' 


ed againſt the Invocation of Saints; whereas\when 


he went up to England, and at leaſt Seven Tears 
after, Invocation of Saints was a Part of the Li- 


 targy. I have already ſhown, that it was al- 


lowed to leave out the Suffrages to the Saints, 
near Five Years before Gaillam went to Em land, 
and that the Raſures out of the Public Offices: 
were made two Years or more before it; for he 
left not Scotland till the Year 1542. And he 
has been often told, that one may join in a cor- 
rupt Worſhip without Sin, or homologating 
the Corruptions : Lea it is ſufficient to my 
Purpoſe, if our Reformers, who lived in England: 
thought. ſo, and did praCtiſe according to that 
Principle. I have ſufficiently anſwered alrea- 


dy the Countiy- Man's other Reaſon, viz. That 


he left Scotland Eighteen Years before the Settle- 
ment of the Reformation, and ſo could have no 
W . 1 24 | 4 Hand 
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Hand in fetling it on 257% Principles. Me. 4 
Guillom contributed very much to dhe Rau, 
mation before he fled from Scotland, and no 
doubt continued afterwards to promote it, When 


he was in England; and his not returning to 


Scotland is no {mall Argument, that he thought 
bimſelf fafe enough in the Communion of the 
Church of England, 
be N and practice of Mr. Gailaw 
. will further appear; from the Sentiments and 
Behaviour of his Collegue Joh» Rough, the Re- 
gent's other Chaplain, Who fled to Exglaud, 
and preached ſome Years in the Towns of Car- 
lile, Berwick and News 
ovided to a Benefice by the Arch-Biſhop of 
ark, where he lived till the Death of King Ed. 
ward. When Queen Mary's Perſecution turned 
warm, .he fled and lived fame time in Fieſland. 
He came to London about ſome Buſineſs Anno 
1557. was apprehended and brought before 


Bonner; queſtioned, If he had preached any 
ſince he came to England? He —— Hs - 


had: preached none; but in ſome Places, wbere gods 
ly People were afſ: zmbled, he had read the Prayers of 
the Communion-Book ſet forth in the Reign of h Ming 


Edward VI. Queſtioned again, What his Jade 


ment was of that Book? He anſwered, He ap- 
proved it, as agreeing in all Points with the Mord 
of G O D; and ſo ſuffered Martyrdom. One 
would think, this Account did determine the 
Buſineſs, without all Controverſy: But the 
e is 0 ſtout a Champion, that 5 
WI 


aſtle, and was afterward 


a" 


V 
will fight every Inch of Ground, before he be 
forced to yield. Tho there be (ſays he) à conſi- 
. derable Flaw in this Account from Spotſwood, who 
tales his own way of telling a Story; yet he'acknow- 
ledges Mr. Rough ſeems to be more for our Purpoſe 
than all the reſt together. However, he hopes 
that Two or Three of his Notes will make the 


Account concerning Mr. Rough pretty harmleſs 


to his Party. e E 
The Firſt Note is, Mr. Rough had been abſent 
Thirteen Tears, and died Three Tears before the le- 
gal Settlement of the Reformation in Scotland; 
therefore he had no Hand in ſettling it upon Engliſh 
Principles. I have often ſeen Notes much more 
obſcure than the Text. I muſt therefore beg 
the Countij-Man's Pardon to ſet it in a clearer 
Light. The Meaning is this: Mr. Raugh ha v- 


ing uſed his utmoſt Endeavours to advance the 


Reformation in Scotland, was forced to flee in- 
to England, where he ſerved as a Miniſter of 

the eſtabliſhed Church for ſeveral Years, and at 
laſt ſuffered Martyrdom for reading and approv- 
ing of its Litargy, in the very Year when the 
Lords of the Congregation ordered the ſame Li- 
- turgyto be read in all the Congregations of the 
Reformed in Scotland: Therefore he never kept 
Communion with the Church of Exgland, nor 
approved its Liturgy, nor could have any In- 
fluence upon the Reformation in Scotland by his 
pious Labours when preſent, nor Advice, Ex- 


hortations and Letters when abſent, neither by 


his 
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his Practice and Example when alive, nor Mar- 
tyrdom when dead. n 
His Second Wote is, That while he was in Scot- 
land, tho he received an Engliſh Penſion, get he 
was not of Engliſh Principles; for he taught, That 
the Sacraments. of the New Teſtament, ought to be 
adminiſtred as they were inſtituted by Chriſt and 
practiſed by His Apoſtles ; and that there is nothing 
ts be added to them or diminiſhed from them, A 
Doctrine which quite nullifies Croſſing in Baptiſm 
and. Kpeeling at. the Communion, Enough has 
been ſaid concerning this Principle, when we 
were diſcourſing of Kyox m), I ſhall only add, 
That whoever is not wilfully blind, may know, 
that the Church of England does not make Croſ- 
ſing at Baptiſm a Part of that Sacrament, nor 
Kaeeling a Part of the Lord's Supper. Mr. Bax- 
ter (u 2 I never heard any thing yet to prove 
| Keeling unlawful ; there is no Word of G O D for, 
or againſt any Geſture, The Circumſtances of 
the Sacraments are left to the Determination 
of the Church; v. g. Chriſt and His Apoſtles 
certainly uſed Immerſion in Baptiſm, and this 
was the general Method uſed over all the Ca- 
tholic Church, and it continued in Scotland at 
leaſt to the Reformation, and in Eng land man 
Years after it in ſome Places; and yet I know 
none who condemn Sprinkling. a 
His Third Note is, Ihat Rough earned his Bread 
in Frieſland in Queen Mary's Time, by 1 
e 5+ 4 Hoſe 
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Hoſe ami Caps. Ergo he never conformed to the 
Liturgy. JC 
* The Fourth NWote is, © He anſwered to the 
Fourth Article, Thar thi he diu welllike' the 
% Communion in Ring Edward's Days, yet be ha 
« wot mimi ſtroi nor roceiwed the ſame in England, 
« fince the Queen's eig n neithor yer knew any that 
& had the Boobs thereof. Whence it may ſeem 
© credible; that he Ws not fierce upon it. How] 
« this agrees with what he confeſſed in anſwer 
10 to the Eighth Article, That ſince his laſt. cum. 
&« ing into England, he had in ſunury Places -praved 
t und read ſuch Prayers and Service as is appoin- 
« ted in the Book of the Communion,is more than 1 
© can tell.“ This Difficulty may be very eafily 

removed, even ſuppoſing that the entire Liturgy 
Was meant in borh the Artitles. The Perſeeution 
Was very violent that Time; and it was a ſuf- 
ficient Argument of Guile, if the Liturgy was 
found in the Hands of any Perſon : Might not 
then Mr. Roagh have had a Copy himſelf, which 
he made uſe of for the reading Prayers. I can 
inſtance in 500 Perſons in Scotland, who can 
join in the Liturgy as Laics, as well without 
the Book as with it, except the Pſalms, which 
the Miniſter might read wholly in ſuch a Cafe 
as the preſent. Or might not ſome Books be 
brought to a Houſe, and Mr. Rough not know 
by whom? Or might not thoſe, in whoſe 
Hands he had ſeen the Books, have been dead; 
or have fled from the Violence of the Perſecu- 
tion ? Or if ſtill alive and in England, might he 


. 
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not have known, that they had given away 
the Books, or deftroyed them for fear of the 
Danger ? Tthink'it will be convenient to ſhow 
here the Country-May's Injuſtice to Arch-Biſhop 
Spot wood, in whoſe Account of this Affair, he 
pretends there is a Flaw. I am ſure, all that 
the Biſhop ſays is plainly affirmed by Fox in his 
Martyrotogy. To the Fourth Article Mr. Roagh 
anſwered, That he did well like the Communion 
uſed in & Edward's Days, &c. To the Eighth 
he anſwered and confeſt, that ſithens his laſt co- 
ming into England, which was about the 10th Day 
ovember, he had in ſundry Places in the Sub- 
urbs of London prayed and read ſuch Service and 
Prayers as is appointed in the Book of the Commu- 
nion, and had willed others to do the like, both M-n 
and Women. And it is moſt evident from the 
Second Article and the Anſwer to it, That Mr. 
Rough approved the Liturgy as agreeable in all 
Points With the Word of GOD. The Second 
Article of the Accuſation is thus fet down by 
Fox: Thou haſt mifliked and reproved the Religion 
and Eccleſiaſtical Service as it is now uſed in this 
Realm ; and haſt allowed the Religion and Service 
aſed inthe later Tears of Ring Edward VI. and 
ſo much as in'thee hath lyen haſt, by Word, Writing 
and Deeds ſet forward, taught and preached the 
23 ; and in ſundry Places affirmed that 
the ſara Engliſh Service and Doctrine therein con- 
' tained, is agreeable in all Points to GO D's Word 
and anto Truth, condemning utterlythe Latin Ser- 
vice nom uſed in the Queen's Reign, and W 
others 


— 
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at hers ty thy Example to do the lite. To this 

Mr. Rough anſwered: That he then did and had 
before miſlited the Order of the Latin Service then 
uſed, and did alſo allow the Service uſed in the later 
Time of Ring Edward's Reign, for that the Holy 
Scripture doth the ſame ; And therefore he granted, 
that he did teach and ſet forth the ſaid. Engliſh 
Service, as in the ſaid Article is objected. This 


I think may ſerve ſufficiently to juſtify the Pri- 


mate and his Account. nn 
The Country-Mar's Fifth Note is, One may ap- 
prove the Engliſh Liturgy in a Diſpute ag ainſt Pa- 
piſts, who yet does not ſimpliciter approve of it. This 
Evaſion is of a piece with the reſt; Was Rough 
diſputing with the Papiſts? Was he not char- 
ged with Hereſy? And if he could have ſaid, 


that he did not approve the Liturg), and ſo have 


ſa ved himſelf from the Flames, Would he have 
thrown away his Life raſhly, by ſaying what 
he did not believe to be abſolutely true? He 
ſaid, That he did allow the Service uſed in the 
later Time of Edward, for that the Holy Scripture 
doth the ſam?: He granted, That he did teach 
and ſet forth the ſaid Engliſh Service as in the ſaid 
Article is objeffed, Now. it was objected in 
the Second Article, That he had affirmed, that the 
ſaid Engliſh Service and Doctrine therein contain- 
ed, is agreeable in all Points to God's Word and un- 
to Truth, If Rough did not therefore ſimpliciter 
approve the Exgliſh Liturgy, I do not fee. how 


it is poſſible to do it: His Words are as plain 


25 . 3 
as can be, and he ſealed his Teſtimony with his 
r $43 41 
The Country- Man has yet another Note, of 
which he feems to be very vain, tho? it be a 
molt ridiculous Blunder. He grants that the 
Whole Liturgy is ſometime called the Co n- 
munion-Book ; yet he ſays, By the Communion- 
Book in Rough's Proceſs, is to be underſtood only 


Ed ward*s Communion- Bot, which Was ea ſily ſub- 6 


ſcribed to by ſome, ho could not be induced to 
ſubſcribe to the Liturgy. The Country-Man 
talks here without Book in a literal Senſe: If 
he had ever ſcen King Edward's Communtion-Boor, 
he might have ſaved himſelf and me ſome 
Trouble. Vea, if he had conſulted his ordinary 
Author Doctor Barnet, with Care, he would 
have informed him (“ That the Biſhops and 
„ Divines deputed to reform the Communion 
Office, did not at once mend every Thing 
* that required it, but left the Office of the Majs 
as it was, only adding to it, that which made 
it a Communion. It began firſt with an Ex- 
hortation to be uſed the Day before, which 
differs not much from that now uſed. On! 


it is added, That ſuch as deſire to make Auri- 
cular Confeſſion, ſhould not cenſure thoſe 
who were fatisfied with a general Confeſſion 
to G00; and that thoſe, Who uſed only 
„ Confeſſion to GOD and to the Churcu, 
“ ſhould not be offended with thoſe who uſed 

| ” hf Ni „Au- 
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after the Advice given, concerning Confeſſion, 
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« Ayricular Confeſſion to a Prieſt-----After the 


« Prieſt had received the Sacrament, he was to 
« turn to the People, and read an Exhortation 
« to them; the ſame we now ule, only a little 
“ varied in Words. After that, followed a De- 
« nunciation againſt Sinners, requiring them, 


„„ whowere ſuch, and had not repented, to 


« withdraw, leſt the Devil ſhould enter into 
« them as he did into Jada. Then after a 
« little'Pauſe, to fee if any would withdraw; 
« there was to follow a ſhort Exhortation, with 
« Confeſſion of Sins and Abſolution, the very 
« ſame which we do yet retain. Then thoſe 
“Texts of Scripture were read, which we yet 
« read ; followed with the Prayer, We do not 
« preſume &c. After this the Sacrament was to 


be given in both Kinds; firſt to the Mini- 


6. ſters then preſent, and then to the People, 


„with theſe Words, The Body of our Lord Jeſus 


« Chriſt which was given for thee,preſerve thy Body 
« unto everlaſting Life; and, The Blood of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, which was ſhed for thee, pre- 
&« ſerve thy Soul unto everlaſting Life, When all 
«© was done the Congregation was diſmiſſed 
« with a Bleſſing. ” e the Country- Man will 
not believe this Account, let him look to the 


Book it ſelf, which he may find in L' Eſtranges 


Alliance of Divine Offices, and his own Eyes 
may fatisfy him. If King Edward*'s Commu- 
nion-Book be taken by it ſelf, without including 
the Mals, and thoſe Words blotted out of the 
firſt Exhortation, that allow Auricular CO 
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ſion; then indeed it may be harmleſs enough, 
and the Story may be true, which he brings 
from Smith's Hiſtory of Virginia, &c. concernin 
two Miaiſters, who ſubſcribed the Liturgy of | 
Garnſey and Jerſey, i.e. King Edward's Commu- |} 
nion- Book, and yet would not be perſuaded to 
ſubſcribe the Book of Common- Prayer : And per- 
haps by the Books of Communion, in the Anſwer | 
to the Fourth Article, of which Rough ſaid, He 
knew not any that had them, may be under- 
ſtood Edward's Communion-Book only; and then 
the Agreemeat of this, with his Anſwer to the 
Eighth Article, will be very plain : But no | 
Body of common Senſe, that hath ever ſeen | 
, 


King Edward's Communion Book, will ever 
pretend, that the Exgliſh Service, in the firſt 
Article approved by Rough, as agreeable in all 
Points to GO D's Word and unto Truth, i the > 
ſame Book, The Communion-Book was formed | 
| 
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in the beginning of Edward's Reign, as ſoon as 

he was in Circumſtances to purſue the Refor- 
mation; and being imperfect, and wanting a 

very neceſſary Part, viz. the Prayer of Con- 
ſecration, and therefore to be ſupply'd by the 

Maß itſelf, it was wholly laid aſide as ſoon as 
the firſt Liturg) was compoſed : Whereas the F 
Engliſh Service approved by Rough, was that | 
which was uſed in the later Days of Edward 
VI. and is oppoſed to the whole Service of the 
Romiſh Church: The Service in the Firſt Ar- 

ticle is the ſame, with the Service and Prayers 
appointed in the Book of the Communion, which 

he 
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coming to England, Now it is moſt certain, theſe 
could not be King Edward's Communion-Book ; 
for it, is evident by the Account we have given 
of it from Doctor Barnet, that there is nothing 
in it, that could be read, except when the Sa- 
crament was actually given; and yet Roagh de- 
clared, in his Anſwer to the Fourth Article, 
That he had not miniſtred or receivedthe Com- 
munion in England fince Queen Mary's Reign. 
This I may ſay, with all Modeſty, is a plain Be- 
monſtration, that the Service and Prayers read 
by Mr. Rough, were not King Edward's Com- 
munion-Book, but his Second Liturgy. © 
The Author of the Charter had inſtanced in 
Mr. Wiſheart, as one of our Reformers, who had 


ſpent ſome Time in Emgland, and fo (faith. 


he) returned to Scotland of Engliſh, I am con- 
fident not of Presbyterian, Principles. Mr. &. 
never meant, by being of Engliſh Principles, that 
he believed all the Doctrines which were then 
taught in the Church of England, but only that 
it ſeemed, or was probable, he communicated 
with the Church, even in that imperfect and 
corrupt State. But it is ſufficient to his Pur- 
poſe, that he returned without the Presbyteri- 
an Principles, and particularly that of Parity 
and Averſion to Liturgies, and this he proved 
from his being for private Communion. The 
Country-Man, with his ordinary Air of Con- 
tempt, replies, That Mr. Wiſheart mas nom not 


he confeſſed, in the Anſwer to the Eighth Ar. 
ticle, he had read in ſundry Places fince his laſt 


only 
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only. a Priſoner in the Hand. of his Enemies; but 
ſuppoſe he had been at bis Liberty, the whole Chur- 
ches of this Nation were poſſeſſed by Popiſh at's 


and he could not have had the Sacrament actor 12 


to Chriſt's Inſtitution. Now, what of all this? 
I am ſure, a Perſon, in a dying Condition, and 
Perſons ſo confined to their Chambers by In- 
firmity and old Age, that it is morally impoſ- 
ſible for them to be carried to Public Places 


of Worſhip, and continue ſo long as the Pub- 


lic Devotions laſt : Theſe, I ſay, are under 


no leſs Neceſſity either of communicating pri- 


vately, or wanting alrogether ſo divine and 
comfortable a Mean. of Grace, than Mr. Wiſ- 
heart was at that Time. T bey are as much con- 
fined to their Beds or Chambers, as he was to 
his Priſon ; and tho? there were as many Mini- 
ſters as there are Houſes in the City where they 
dwell, who give the Sacrament according to 
Chriſt's Inſtitution; yet this makes them as 
little capable of communicating in a Public 
Aſſembly, as if there were no Miniſter at all, 
If then Mr. Miſheart was for private Commu- 
nion in a Caſe of Neceſſity, this is only what 
we affirm to be lawful, and the Presbyterians 
deny; it follows plainly, that he was not of 
Presbyterian Principles. But the Presbyterians, 
( ſaith the Country- Man) don't reject private Com- 
munion, as if they thought the Sacraments bein 

celebrated under a Church. Roof hallowed it the 


more; or that it were profaned by being celebrated, 


either in the open Fields or a common Houſe, in caſe 
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to convince us, that the Presbyterians ha ve no 
great Regard to conſecrated Places, and that they 
are ſufficiently in Love with the open Fields; 
hut for what do they then reject „ 
munion ? They do it (ſaith he) becauſe: of the 
ill Principles upon which it is founded, viz. That 
the Sacrament confers Grace exopere operato j 
and the vaſt Encouragement it gives toSin; Men 
imagining, that after an ill Life, ſome ſudden Sor- 
rom for Sin, with a haſty Abſolation and the Sa- 
crament, will be 4 Paſſport for Heaven, which 
(ſays Dr. Burnet) is too groſs a Relict of the worſt 
Part of Popery. Lo here is a moſt falſe and ſean- 
dalous Innuendo. Is it poſſible that he can be 
ſo ignorant as not to know, that the Church of 
Scotland and England condemn that Error of 
the opus operatum, as much as any Presbyterian 
in the World. For my Part, I know none 
who believes it; and rho? there were to be 
found any ſo preſumptuous, as to expect Salva- 
tion by a ſudden Sorrow for Sin, a haſty Ab- 
ſolution and the Sacrament, without a hearty 
and ſincere Repentance; yer that can never be 
a ſufficient Reaſon tor refuſing the Sacratnent 
to dying Perſons, who earneſtly defire-it, and 
give all the Signs of true Contrition and Re- 
pentance, which their Condition and Circum- 
ſtances can allow. It would not only be Folly, 
but even Madneſs, to ' throw away every 
Thing, which had at any time been abuſed, or 
is capable of being abuſed. At that Rate 55 
1 mu 
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y. He needs not be at too much Pains 
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muſt not only reje& the Sacred Scriptures, but 
all other Things that are abſolutely neceſſary to 
temporal, ſpiritual, or eternal Life. Sad Ex- 
rience does teach us, that too too many, who 
Seo led very licentious and wicked Lives, ex- 
pect to get Heaven by a few Ejaculations and 
the Prayers of a Miniſter; and yet I think, the 
Country-Man will not deny, but it would be bar- 
barous and cruel, if a Presbyterian Miniſter 
did refuſe to viſit ſuch on their Death-bed, and 
give them the Aſſiſtance of their Prayers. 
Hle inſinuates, That there are other obvious 
Inconveniencies of private Communion ; but 
ſince he has not told us what they are, I can 
ſay nothing about them. n 
The Author of the Charter had ſaid, That 
Kpox gives us fair Intimations, that Mr. W:/- 
heart miniſtred the Sacrament by a Set-Form. 
& I know ( faith that learned Author) King 
© Edward's Liturgy was not then compoſed ; 
« but it is not to be imagined, that the Re- 
« formers in Exgland in Wiſheart's Time ad- 
« miniſtred the Sacrament without a Set-Form. 
&© The extemporary Spirit was not then in 
Vogue: And why elſe could Sir John Borth- 
mie have been charged with the great He- 
« reſy of commending the Engliſh Liturgy ? 
However, I ſhall not be peremptory, becauſe 
LT have not the Opportunity of enquiring at 
« preſent, what Forms the Exgliſb Reformers 
“ had then. All I ſhall fay; is, If they had 
* a Litargy, tis very probable Wiſhcart uſed RAR 
| 7 TR. or 


Fuchariſt before his Execution, after he had 
« bleſſed the Bread and Wine, be took the 
Bread and brake it, and gave to every one of 


„ member that Chriſt's Blood: was ſhed for them. 


"4 


« for as Kyox tells us, when he celebrated the 


« it, bidding each of them, Remember that 
4 ' Chriſt: had died for them; and feed on it ſpiri - 
« tually: So taking the Cup he bade them, Re- 


« So Kox, Word for Word; which Account, 
“J think, ſeems fairly to intimate, that Wi/- 
« heart uſed a Form; but if he did, what 
4 other could it be, than ſuch as he had learn- 
ed in England? From which Words it is 
pla in, the learned: Author is far from being po- 
ſitive, either that the Church of England had 
as yet reformed the Communion- Office, or 


that Wiſbeart' uſed: it, but wh that  Kox's 


Words ſeem to infinuate ſome Form of Words, 
as it is plain they do; for the Martyr repeated 
the ſame Words to each Communicant: And 
from thence the Author infers, that he had 
learned it in England; but he was far from 
ſay ing, that Mr. Miſbeart believed the corporal 
Preſence. It was enough to his Purpoſe, that 


the Martyr was for Private Communion, and uſed 2 
a Set Form of Words: Theſe ſufficiently diſco- 


vered, he was not of Presbyterian Principles. 
It would be eaſy to make ſome not unpleaſant 
Remarks upon his Set of Demonſtrations, fore 
of which prove only, what no Body ever denied; 


and others do not even ſo much as that: Were! 


not weary with conſidering and purſuing is , 
. 1 | . : | | id ; | 
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idle Chat, I might put him in Mind, that Mr. 
= W:iſþ:art was molt willing to receive the Sacra- 
ment from the Sub-Prior,one of the Popiſh Cler- 
Woy, if he could have got it according to Chriſt's 
iſtitution (i. e.) under both Rinds, as not only 
% Sporſwood but Kpox himſelf afſures us: But 
when the Sab. Prior asked the Biſhops, If they 
WW would permit the Sacrament to be given to the 
Priſoner? The Cardinal anſwered, in Name of 
the reſt, That it was not reaſonable to give any Spi- 
ritual Benefit to an obſtinate Heretic, condemned 
by the Church. Now if this Favour had been 
granted to Wiſheart, he muſt have received the 
5 Sacrament after the Exgliſh Form at that Time, 
in Latin, and not in Exgliſb or Scotch. 24ly, He 
mult have received it not in common Bread, 
but by the round clipred God; if I dare, without 
Wrreverence, uſe Kpox's and the Conntry-Mar's 
Stile. 34ly, It would have been put by the 
rieſt into his Mouth, and not into his Hands, 
tl. He would have got the Hoſt whole, the 
Bread not being broken. 5%). He would have 
aken it kneeling and not fitting. So that Mr. 
KZW:{beart would have conformed to the Practice 
of the Scotiſh and Engliſh Churches at that Time, 
In all the ery Iaſtances, except only 
7, that of Communion under one Rind. 
int The Conntry-Man leads me now to John Mil- 
bock; and he acknowledges, that, for the Love 
ef Religion, he left his Country and lived in 
Erg land, till Queen Marys Perſecution forced 
7” | | O 2 I him 
= (a) Sporſ. P. 82. Knox P. 65. 
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him flee to Embden, where he profeſſed Medicin 


for a Year or two; and that he was very inſtru- 
mental in carrying on the: Reformation, after 
his Return from doe and ſettling in Scotland 
Anno 1555. But he endeavours to prove by 
Two Arguments, that he did not join in the 
Engliſh Communion, nor conform to the Litar- 
gy. The Firſt is, When he went to England in } 
King Henry's Time, he was committed to Priſon 
for Ii from the then Church of England. Er- 
go he did not communicate with the Church, 
no not in King Edward's Reign, nor join even 
with his Second Liturgy. Let the Reader judge, 
if this be not an unanſwerable Argument. The 
Second Argument is, He was one of thoſe who com- 
piled the firſt Book of Diſcipline ; the Weakneſs of 
which has been ſufficiently diſcovered. _ 

I haſten to the next Reformer William Harlaw 
(whom the Country- Man calls John, I know not 
why) he ſerved ſome Years in the Church of 
England with a good Approbation: But the 
Country-Man fays, He might have officiated in that 
C 4 4s a Miniſter till he had grown gra- headed, 
and yet not conformed to the Liturgy. I have al- 
ready ſhown, that none could have been a Mi- 
niſter in that Church in thoſe Days, unleſs he 
performed the Public Worſhip by the Liturgy. 
But the Count Man bids us remember, That 
Ring Edward's Second Liturgy was not in Force 
#11! Eight Months before he left England. I ſhould 
have given him Thanks, if he had brought any 
Evidence for this: I am ſure Rio and Spot 
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n 
wood inſinuate (7) as — as can be, that he 
did not lea ve England before Queen Mary's Per- 


ſecution. But what tho? he had left that King- 
dom ſooner ? If he conformed to the Firſt Liturgy 
(faith the Country- Man) he was not ill to pleaſe,and 
can make no Argument againſt us. Certainly he 


was not ſo ill to pleaſe as our Presbyterians: Tho 


there had been a few Pins of the Temple rotten, - 


he was not afraid that it {hould have fallen a- 


bout his Ears. If he conformed to the Firſt 


Liturgy, he would much more conform to the 
Second; and if he conformed to either of them, 
this is all we want. With what Reaſon or 
Truth then can the Country- Man ſay, That he 
makes no Argument againſt them? But what. 
ever he pretends, he dreads Harm by him, for 
he endeavours to detract from him. Tho? 
rox ſays, That his Erudition excelled not, yet he 
adds, for his whole and plain Diligence in Doctrine, 
he is to this Day worthy of Praiſe, and remains a 
fruitful Member within the Church of Scotland. 
We are at laſt brought to John Spotſmood Su- 
perintendent of Lothian, who went to England 
in Henry VIITs Time, and became familiar 
with Arch-Biſhop Cranmer. The Conntry-Man 


inſults his Adverſary, becauſe he called him 


his Diſciple: But every Body elſe will eaſily 
grant, that if he was familiar and intimate 
with the Primate, he muſt have been his Diſ- 


ciple. Dr. Burnet in his Abridgment of the 


Hiſtory of the Reformation, P. 279, 280. (/ 
may 


res. T ;. (/)See alſo Hiſt,Ref Part 1.P.320, 
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may inform him, That Caſſils had got theſe 
Seeds of Kpowledge at Lambeth, ander Cranmer's 
Influences, which produced afterwards a great Har- 

weſt in Scotland; and that . her Prins (who 
had been taken at Soloway-Molſs) were inſtructed 
to ſuch a Degree, that they came to have different 
Thoughts of the Changes that had been made in Eng- 
land, from what the Scotiſh Clergy had poſſeſſed 
them with, Now if Cranmer was at Pains to in- 
ſtrut Cafiils in Matters of Religion, who can 
doubt, but that he would be as careful about 
Mr. Spor/wood his intimate Friend, who, he 
knew, ,was more capable to advance the Re- 
formation as a Miniſter? And here,by the Way, 
I muſt obſerve, That the excellent Author of 
the Charter had brought this Citation, from Dr. 
Barnet, to ſhow how much the Reformation in 
Scotland was influenced by England, and con- 
firmed it by the Authority of Buchanan, who 
reckons 7 Noblemen and 24 conſiderable Gen- 
tlemen who were enlightened at that Time in 
Emngland; yet his Adverſary paſſes over in Si- 
lence this and many other unanſwerable In- 
ſtances. It will be ridiculous to ſay, That be- 
cauſe this was many Years before the legal Set- 
tlement of the Reformation in Scotland: There- 
fore ſo great a Number of Noblemen and Gen- 
tlemen could have no Influence upon advancing 
the Reformation. His great Author can tell him, 
That theſe Seeds of Knowledge, which one of 
them got under Cranmer's Influences, produced 
after wards a great Harveſt in Scotland. And : 
. at 
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will be as little to his Purpoſe to uſe his other 
Shift, That the Church of Exgland it ſelf was 
not much reformed at that Time. Cranmer 
and many others were 4 prudent and 
lawful Endea vours to bring the Reformation to 
Perfection; and they were àt much Pains to in- 
ſtruct thoſe Gentlemen in the Truth, An. 1 542: 
And I am ſure they would teach them neither 
Parity amongſt Ebeleſiaſtics, nor Contempt of 
Liturgies, nor any other Presbyterian Prineiples. 
As little is it to be ſuppoſed, that the Arch- 
Biſhop (by whoſe Means Spot ſood was brought 
to the Knowledge of the Truth, as his Son aſ- 
ſures us, P. 34%) would inſtil any ſuch Whims 
into his Diſciple*s Head. So that what the Counn 
try- Man adds, concerning Spotſmood's leavingEng- 
land before any Liturgy was in England, except 
the M:ſ[ale or Breveary, can do him no Service. 
The other Argument, from his being one of 
thoſe that compiled the Fir ft Boot of Diſcipline, 
was anſwered in Kox;;'and it appears pla ini 
from his dying Speech how much he regreted 
the Change of the old Policy (/). q 

The Country Mam advances an Aſſertion of 
which he boaſts mightily,/ and marks at on the 
Margin with a Nerandam: bene; and truly the 
whole of it is this, That tho all our  Reformers 
had read and uſed 'the Engliſh Service, jet that 
would not infer their approving of it. He ſays, 
This, he doubts not, will ſeem a very ſtrange Thought 
in him; but be will make it good by * 
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of the Univerſity of Oxford, It is indifferent to 
me, whether he ſpeaks in Earneſt or | Banter. 
Sure I am, if he had reflected upon this Thought 
in the Beginning of his Work, he might have 
ſa ved himſelf and me a great deal of Trouble. 
The Whole of the Queſtion, was; Whether or 
no our Reformers joined in the Communion of 
the Church of Exg land, and made uſe of their 
Liturgies? not at all, Whether they approved 
or were ſatisfied with every Thing in them? 
Even thoſe, who compiled the Firſt Liturgy of 
King Edward, were ſenſible of ſome Imperfe- 
Etions in it, but they were very glad, that with- 
out any Schiſm they had got the Reformation 
ſo far advanced; and never reſted until they had 
thrown out all the Remains of Corruption, and 
made the Liturgy ſuch as might pleaſe all Pro- 
ö ae that were not too peeviſh and ſcrupu- 
Before the Country- Man proceeds to the Exa- 
mination of the Second Argument, he at- 
tacques his Author, for deny ing, that the Firſt 
| Book of Diſcipline had any Eccleſiaſtic Authority. 
He himſelf owns, that it never had any Civil 
Authority : And as to the far greater Part of 
the leading Nobility, by whom, he ſays, it was 
ſubſcribed, there were in all but Tweaty Six, 
reckoning Noblemen and Gentlemen; and they 
| refuſed to preſent it to the Parliament, if we 
may call by this Name, that Convention 1560, 
which had not been convocated by the Queen's 
Authority, nor afterwards confirmed and rati- . 
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fied by her, and whoſe Ads were never printed 
& amongſt the other Acts of legal Parliaments. 
W It is beyond all doubt, that the Firſt Book of 
& Diſcipline () was treated in ridicule, and called 
a Devout Imagination,which offended Kyox ex - 
ceedingly ; yea, Kyox tells us, pag. 319, that 
when it was moved in the Aſſembly, 4un 1561. 
that the Book ſhould be offered to the Queen, 
and her Majeſty ſhould be ſupplicated to ratify 
it, the Motion was rejected, and the Queſtion 
demanded, How many of thoſe, that ſubſcribed 
to that Book, would be ſubje& to it? And Le- 
thington ſa id ſcoffingly, Many ſubſcribe there in 
fide parentum,as Children are baptiſed. And if the 
Book of Diſcipline had been eſtabliſhed by Ec- 
cleſiaſtic Authority, would it not appear from 
an expreſs Act or Acts rat ify ing and confirming 
it? But none ſuch are to be found. Never- 
theleſs the Country-Mar is at a Loſs to under- 
ſtand, how it could enter into any Man's Head 
to deny, That it was Law-Eccleſiaſtical, for 
which he gives the following Reaſons. © It 
& was compiled Anno, 1560. It was appointed 
(„in the Aſſembly holden Jane and July 1562, 
That Miniſters be not removed from their 
“ Kirks, but accord ing to the Orders ſet down 
&« in the Book of Diſcipline. In another Aſſem- 
4 bly, in December that Year, the Superinten- 
& dent of Angus was found fault with, for ad» 
« mitting young Men to be Miniſters and Ex- 
& horters without N which is required 5 
| 4 tue 
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« the Book of Diſcipline; and Biſbops and Mini- 
«. fters, not having entred by the Order appoin- 
« ted in the Book of Ditcipline, are inhibited 
till farther Order. And the Aﬀembly, in June 
« and July 1562, would not admit Mr. Adam 
« Gordon to his Charge of Superintendent, till 


« he ſubſcribed the Book of Diſcipline. ” Now 
tho? he is fo poſitive as to affirm, That it is evi- 
dently beyond the Comprehenſion of Mortal, 


how the Book of Diſcipline cannot be Eccleſia- 
ſtical Law, as much as any Thing could be ſo; 


ſuppoſing the foreſaid Acts: Yer I m_ ; 


Leave totell him frankly, That if he woul 


rely leſs upon his own Thoughts, and confult 
thoſe, who may be ſuppoſed to underſtand ſome 
better what is neceflary for making a Law ; he 


would find, that the Firſt Book of Diſcipline 


was never Law, notwithſtanding thoſe As 
which he hath cited. The moſt that can be in- 
ferred from them, is, That the Rules, for ad- 

mitting Biſhops and Miniſters, and for removing 
Miniſters from their Kirks, received Authori- 
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ty of Ecclefiaſtical Laws from theſe Acts of W# 


Aſſemblies; and it is evident, they cannot be e- 


have had particular Reaſons for requiring Mr. 


Gordon to ſubſcribe the Book of Diſcipline; with- : 
out any general Law eſtabliſhing and ratifying 7 


it. IF the Britiſh Parliament, for ſpecial ea- a4 
ſons, ſhould order the Country- Man to ſubſcribe 
a Declaration, renouncing the Solemn League 


and Covenant; it would be a very unreaſonable 
| - Inte- i 
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W Inference from thence, * they had made a 
general Law obliging all the Subjects to ta ke 
that Declaration. Perhaps Mr. Knox and his 
Party, finding how much their Book of Diſci- 
pline was ridicuPd and oppoſed, and that they 
durſt not expreſly confirm and ratify it, re- 
ſolved to uſe their utmoſt Endeavours, that it 
* might take place gradually; and therefore ur- 
ged the Subſcription to it. But whatever was 
their Deſign or Motive, and we are not obliged 
to account for all their Actions; it is certain 
nothing could make this Book Eccleſiaſtical 
Law, but an expreſs Act of Aſſembly to that 
Effect; and I am ſure the Country- Man, with the 
Aſſiſtance of all his Party, is not able to pro- 
duce any. | 

& We are at laſt led by him to the Conſidera- 
tion of the Second Enquiry, viz. Whether it be 
true, that our Reformers in their Public Deeds open- 
is Ly and ſolemnly profeſſed, That they were of one Com- 
munion with the Church of England? And whe- 
= ther the Eng Liturg) was once univerſally uſed 
in Scotland? The Country-Man adds according 
to his Cuſtom, Whether it was uſed by our Re- 
== formers for Seven Tears together? But! ſhall 


ri- 


of 


ut ſhow by and by, from the Words of his Ad- 
Ir. verſary, that this does not preciſely belong to 
h. the Queſtion. His Argument drawn from his 


Account of our Reformers and the Book of Diſ- 
a. = cipline, which he ſays, can never be anſwered, 
be have already ſufficiently confuted. He un- 
dertakes to prove, That the Liturgy of Geneva 
$4 ” 2 * Was 
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was uſed in Scotland before the Year 1564 as far 
back as 1557. And he begins with an Act of 
Aſſembly 1564, and another 1562, and the 
Book of Diſcipline compiled Anno 1560. To 
which the Author of the Charter has turniſhed 
us with a ſufficient Anſwer pag. 99, 100. © We 
4 find by the firſt Book of Diſcipline, that the 
« Order of Geneva was only coming in to be 
C uſed then, in ſome of the Churches z. e. 1560, 
« and it had nothing like a Public Eſtabliſh- 
„ ment, till the General Aſſembly holden at 
« Edinburgh, December 25. 1562. For then, and 
not till then, it was concluded, That an uni- 
« form Order ſbould be kept in the Miniſtration of 
« the Sacraments, Solemnization of Marriag es, and 
« Burial of the Dead, according to the Book of Ge- 
«© neva—— It ſeems, this Act of the General 
« Aſſembly, December 1562. has not been ſtrong 
« enough for turning out the Exgliſb Liturgy, 
and intraducing the Form of Geneva: For 
« if we may believe Calderwood himſelf, the 
« General Aſſembly holden at Edinburgh, De- 
« cember 25. 1564. found themſelves concerned 
« to make another AQ, ordaining every Mini- 
« ter, Exhorter and Reader, to have one of the 
« Pſalm Books, lately printed at Edinburgh, and 
« uſe the Order contained therein, in Prayers, 
„ Marriage, and Adminiſtration of rhe Sacra- 
ments. Where obſerve further, That Prayers 
« not mentioned in the ACt 1562, are now put 
© in, from which it may be probably conjectu- 
red, that, as much as Kyox was againſt the 
| * Engliſ 


—_ 
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« Exgliſb Liturgy, he found many Difficulties 
4 to get it laid aſide; fo many, that it has not 
e only been uſed by ſome (few or many, I can- 
« not tell) in the Miniſtration of the Sacra- 
“ ments &c. after the Act 1562; but the 
« Clergy have not found themſelves obliged 
«© to bear the Uſe of it in the Public Prayers, 


„ fo that it was needful in this Aſſembly 
4 1564 to make a new AQ, reſtricting them 


both as to Prayers, and other Miniſtrations 
« to the Order of Geneva. And if this holds, 
« we have the Exgliſh Liturgy, at leaſt Seven 
« Years in continued Practice in Scotland. But 
« it is enough for my main Purpoſe,that it was 
« once univerſally in uſe. ” But his Adverſary 
asks, Do the Acts themſelves intimate, That the 
Deſign of them was to turn out the Engliſh Litargy? 
1 think indeed they do: The firſt Book of 
Diſcipline ſays expreſly, The Order of Geneva, 
which is now uſed in ſome of our Churches, i. e. 
ſome of the Proteſtant Churches in Scotland; 
Which plainly imports, that in others it was 
not uſed, Anno 1560. And I know no Church 
in the World at that Time, which had not 
ſome Liturgy or other; theſe therefore who 
uſed not the Geneva Form, muſt neceſſarily have 
had the Engliſb. Again in the Act 1562, Mi- 
niſtration of the Sacraments, ſolemnizing of 
Marriages and Burial of the Dead, are only 
confined to the Book of Geneva; and then at 
laſt by the Act 1564, the Prayers are alſo ap- 
pointed to be according to that Liturgy. Whence 


— 
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it ſeems plain to me, that the very AQsdiſ- 
cover the Ocealign and Deſign. I will not con- 
tend with him, whether the Common Prayers, 
mentioned in the Book of Diſcipline,were the 
Genevas Prayers; tho* I am fure none of the 
Arguments he hath brought, do prove it: Ne- 
vertheleſs I muſt put him in Mind, that I have 


ſhown, that this Book had no Authority, no 


not Eccleſiaſtical; and ſuppoſing I ſhould grant 
it had, yet. it does not follow, that by vertue 
of an Eccleſiaſtic Sanction every Article took 
Effect, and was reduced to Practice. I could 
prove the contrary by ſeveral Inſtances. 

The Country- Man goes on to prove, That 
the Genevan Form obtained in Scotland even 
before 1560, which he does by two Aſſertions 


of Calderwood; but being ſenſible, that his Au- 


thority would ſignify little, conſidering how 


Partiality has been clearly diſcovered by our 
learned Author and others, he has therefore 
thought fit to confirm his bare Aﬀertions with 
fame Reaſons of ſo little Force, that he had 


done better, in my Opinion, to have ſuffered 


the Teſtimonies to ſhift for themſelves. And 
Eirſt, he ſays, We have no Reaſon to doubt of 
Caldermoed's two Aſſertions, becauſe our Refor- 
mers, at the compiling of the Book of Diſci- 
ine, Anno 1560, found the Genevan Liturgy 
in Uſe ; for thus their Words run, Aud albeit the 
Order of Geneva, which is nom uſed in ſome of our 
Churches, is ſufficient to inſtruct the diligent Rea- 


aer, 


* I 


much he is thought to be byaſſed, and that his 


n 
der, how that both the Sacraments 


may be rightly 


miniſtred ; yet for an Uniformity to be kept, we 


thought good to add this as ſuperabundant, &c. 
Now the Author of the Charter, and every 
Body elſe but the Country-Man would think, 
that the Words cannot be meant but of the Pro- 
teſtant Churches, and confequently that the Or- 
der of Geneva was but then coming in; fince they 
ſay, it was then uſed in ſome of their Churches. 
But let him alone: For he has a very dexterous 
Faculty of avoiding the gteateſt Difficulties; 
and can very nimbly change in a Moment 
Some into All, as appears from the followi 

Speech: And whereas in the above Words 


« Time was uſed only in ſome of oar Char- 
« ches, which intimates, that it was not uſed 
«© inal, the Reafon is obvious: For all as yet 
« had not embraced the Reformation, nor was 
& it, according to your Author's Calculation, 
4 eftabliſhed by Law. This is ſuch Trifling, 
(not to ſay worſe) that it would be an _ 
to the Reader, if 1 ſhould fpend more Wo 
upon it. 


guments, which, if he had thought fir, might 
ave been put into one. 240. ( faith he) 


* extant in our Scots Lirurgy ; aud theſe were 
4 made before the Year 1566. 31. Tis 
_ E plain, that in the Year 1559, the Scots and 


« *tis ſaid, That the Order of Geneva at that 


I ſhall therefore paſs to his other two Ar- 


* The Prayers againſt the French Men ate yet 


| © Englb Common Prayers were different ; * | 


- — ab 
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4 have theſe Words, It ſhould much help, in our 
„ Opinion, if the Preachers both in Perſuaſion and 
4 in Public Prayers, as ours do here, would com. 


denies, that the Scots uſed Public Prayers againſt. 


of the Presbyterians; would this be a good 


«© why do I ſpeak of the Scots Liturgy, its uy 
_« inUſe1ntheYear 1559, tis certain the Boo 


. or Six Years before that. We ſhall ſup- 
poſe this, rho? I could prove the contrary, and 
What then? „Nox came to Scotland Anno 

© 1555. Is it not probable, that he brought 


8 


„ 8 
in the Letter written by Secretary Cecil we 


ce mend the ſame to the People. But no Body 


the French, for which the Engliſh had no Uſe, 
and theſe Prayers were inſert into Kpox's Li- 
turgy afterwards. Nothing is more ordinary, 
than for the Church of England to appoint 
Prayers for particular Occaſions adapted to 
their own Circumſtances, which yet would be 
improper for others that uſe their Liturgy. Let 
us ſuppoſe, that thoſe of the Epiſcopal Clergy. 
in Scotland, who uſed the Exgliſb Liturgy, had 
ſome Years ago uſed in their Public Devotions 
a Prayer for Deliverance from the Perſecution 


Argument, that they did not perform Divine 
Worſhip by the Liturgy, becauſe they had 
uſed a Prayer peculiar to their own Circum- 
ſtances, which did not take Place in England ? 
One Egg is not liker to another than this Way 
of Reaſoning is to the Country- May's. 

The Country- Man goes on and 4d, But 


« of the Order of Geneva was in Engliſh Five 


that 


N 
. 
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= © that Liturgy along with him; and Calderwood 
4 tells us, He miniſtred the LO R D's Supper 

4 after that Form. We ſhall ſuppoſe this: 

What follows ? © Is it not probable, that a Man 
« of hisIlafluence, would engage others to follow 
« the ſame Form? He mult be a great Stran- 
« ger to Kyox's. Character that doubts it. 
io indeed was of a warm and active Tem- 
per, but one or two Copies could never have 
ſerved his Deſign, which are all can be ſuppo- 
ſed he could have brought with him, his own 


| - Circumſtances then, as well as the State of Af- 


fairs at that Time, being conſidered. Neither 
was his Stay ſo long, as could be ſufficient for 
making ſo great a Change in the Worſhip. And 
thus I bad friefly examined the Arguments by 
which, he thinks, the Scotiſh Liturgy is clearly 
proved to have had Poſſeſſion in Scotland. The 
Vanity and Weakneſs of which will be molt 
evident to all that are impartial and unprejudi- 
oed from the public Deeds of our Reformers, to 
the Conſideration of which we are now led by 
the Country- Man's Method. | 

And we begin with the very firſt public Step 
towards our Reformation, made by the Lords 
of the Congregation, December 3, 1557, ap- 
pointing the Eng liſh Liturgy to be uſed. Knox. 
gives us the Odizaxce in theſe Words: The Lords 
and Barons, profeſſing Chriſt Jeſus, conveened . 
frequently in er, in the which theſe Heads 


were concluded. Firſt it is thought expedient, ad- 
viſed and ordained, That, in all Pariſhes within 
this 


— — 
— — 
— — — —ũ6ẽ—ÿù27 — 
* * 


Sunday or other Feſtival Days, publicly in the 


New Teſtament, conformable to the Book of Com- 


Mention of other Feftival Days beſides Sundays, 
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this Realm, the Common Prayer be read, weekly on 


Pariſh Churches, with the Leſſons of the Old and 


mon Prayers; and if the Curates of the Pariſhes be 
qualified, that they read the ſame ; and if they be 
not or refuſe, that the moſt qualified in the Pariſh 
uſe and read the ſame. Spotſwood and Petrie give 
the ſame Account. Calderwood omits only the 


leſt it ſhould make againſt the Presbyterian In- 
terelt. The excellent Author of the Charter 
foreſceing, that the only poſſible Evaſion would 
be, that it is not ſaid by any of the H iſtorians, that 


it was the Book of the Common Prayers of the 


Church of England, has been at the Trouble to 
prove it, by ſuch Arguments as cannot but con- 
vince all that are unbyaſſed. For thus he ar- 


gues, „It was either the Book of Common 


Prayers of the Church of Exgland, or the Ge- 
* nevan Liturgy; for we no where read of a 
« Third, ever pretended to have been uſed in 
« thoſe Times in Scotland: Now that is was 
« not the Liturgy of Geneva is plain; for beſides 
« that it is utterly incredible, that there could 
4 have been ſo many Copies of the Genevar 
«* Form in the Vulgar Language, then in Scot- 
* land, as might ſcrve ſo many Churches; na 
that it is highly probable, there was not 74 
« much as one. Beſides this, I fay, in the Ge- 
« zevan Form, which was afterwards uſed in 


Scotland, there is no Order for, no Footſtep 
| 4 of, 


** 


** 
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= © of,the Obſervation of other Holy Days,befides 


Sundays; neither is there any Order in it for 
reading of Leſſons of the Old and New Teſta- 


nent, except in the Treatiſe of Faſting, which 

W © was not compiled till the Year 1 wo There, 
indeed, Leſſons are appointed, ſuch and ſuch 

« Pſalms, and ſuch and ſuch Hiſtories in the Ola, 


b but not ſo much as one Title of the New Te- 


« ſtament. In all the reſt of the Book there is 


deep Silence about Leſſons ; than which there 


* cannot be a clearer Demonſtration, that the 
Book appointed to be uſed in December 1557 
Jas not that of Geneva. One would think, 

this drove the Nail to the Head: But a Mathe- 


matical Demonſtration it ſelf ſhall not be Proof 


againſt the Country-Man, He begins his At- 
tacque after a ſurprizing Manner; he'll, for- 


ſooth, out of pure good Nature, for once grant 


the very Thing in Queſtion, v/z. That the 
Common Prayers mentioned in the ſaid Ordi- 
nance, . were the Engliſo Common Prayers; 
and yet he affirms, that the ſaid Ordinance will 
not prove our Author's Aſſertions, tho' it had 
been ſo. Strange! If the Prayers of the Church 
of England were ordered to be read in all the 
Churches upon all Sundays and other Hol) Days, 
then they were ordered to be read, which is the 
only Thing we wanted to be proved by this 
Public Deed. Ay, but the Conntry-Man will 
ſay, ye are far miſtaken, I am not ſo liberal as 
ye fancied : I meant not to grant you the whole 
Liturgy, but only the Matines and Even-Song, 


r | and 
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and theſe too wanting the Alſolution, being not 
above a Twentieth Part of the Liturgy ; and 
the Ordinance it ſelf obliges me to no more, 
which I prove thus. Theſe Ergliſh Prayers are 


only ordained to be read, which a Lay-Man 


may lawfully read, incaſe of the Curate's Re- 
fuſal ; but Morning and Evening Prayers with- 
out the Abſolution can only be read by Lay- 
Men. But 1 muſt tell him, that he is not fo 
well acquainted with the Liturgy as he fancies, 
In a Cale of Neceſſity, there is nothing to hin- 
der a Lay-Man from reading all that Part of 
the Communion-Service, which is uſed when 
the Sacrament is not given. There is nothin 
in the Viſitation of the Sick, except the Abſolu- 
tion; nor ia the Office for Burial, which he ma 
not lawfully read : And if we take in the P/alter 
into the Computation, he had been more in 
the Right to have ſaid, That Lay-Men, incaſe 
of Neceſlity, are excluded from not above the 
20th Part of the Liturgy. He has another Rea- 
ſon to prove, That, by this Ordinance, no more 
could be meant but Evening and Morning 
Prayers. Uninſtttuted Ceremonies was one of the 
earlieſt Controverſies that was ſtarted among the 
Refo med; as appears from the former Account of 
Knox, Seton, &c. And theſe ſame Reformers, who 
made the above Ordinance, gave in, next Tear, 
a Proteſtation to the Parliament with ſome De- 
mands, and particularly, That they might not incur 
Danger for violating ſuch | Rites, as Man without 
GO 5's Commanament or Word, hath . : 
theres 
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therefore the Offices, in which theſe uninſtituted 
Ceremonies are enjoined, are excluded from the 
Common Prayers in the Ordinante. But it is plain, 
he infers too much, even ſuppoſing what he 
affirms concerning our Reformers, was literally 
true in his Senſe. All that could follow from 
thence, would be, that Croſſing was omitted in 
the Office of Bapri/m ; and the Ring in that of 
Matrimony; which might eaſily be done, by 
omitting only one Sentence in each Office, 
and by ſitting at the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, not one Syllable is altered in the Litur- 
gy. But I have often told him, that thoſe ge- 
neral Propoſitions of ſome of our Reformers, 
ſuch as that of Seton, That the Law GOD the 
only Rule of Righteouſneſs &c. are to be under. 
ſtood in a qualified Senſe, and they meant no 
more by them, than that Nothing is to be owned 
as neceſſary Parts of the Sacraments, and eſſential 
to Wor ſhip, but what is inſtituted by Chriſt. If the 
Country- Mun extend them further, he may give 
another Inſtance of his good Nature, by ma- 
king another advantageous Conceſſion to us, 
which yet, by his Way of Reaſoning, may do 
us no Good at all. e. g. I will for once (faith 
the Counrry-Man) grant to you that other Holy 
Days, belides Sunday, are authoriſed by this 
Ordinance; yet 1 ſhall prove the Obſervation 
of theſe Holy Days is not enjoined by it. Theſe 
very Lords and Barons demanded from the 
Parliament, that they might not incur Danger 
for Rites that are not commanded by "oY 
| an 
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and our Reformers were 8 Thing 
in Religion, that was not of Divine Inſtitution. 
Therefore Holy Days, except Sanda), are not 
enjoined to be obſerved by this Ordinance. But 
what need I multiply Words upon this Head ? 
Upon the Suppoſition, that by the Prayers are 
meant the Exgliſb Prayers, it is impoſſible to 
put any other Senſe upon the Ordinance but 
this, That the Liturgy of England was to be 
read publicly in the Pariſh Churches; and if 
the Curates refuſed, then any qualified Lay- 
Man might read ſo much of it, as could be 
lawfully read by him. The Country- Man's Senſe Wl 
is ſo ridiculous, that I am content to refer that 
Controverſy to an Arbitration; and one of his 
own deareſt and neareſt Friends ſhall be the 
Judge, whom he cannot ſuſpect or refuſe with 
any Shadow of Juſtice. Let the Arbiter then 
be the Author of the Country-May's Letter tothe 
Curate, who P. 62. determined the Caſe poſi- * 
tively ia my Favour. Now he were (faith he) 
ſenſleſs even to a Prodigy, that ſhould dream, that 
our Reformers had ordained the Engliſh Liturgy to 
be uſed for the Common. Prayers, and the Scots | 
Liturgy in all the other Parts. I will not uſe his 
own Language P. 79. when he fancied, and 
that without any Reaſon, that his Adverſary 
had contradicted himſelf. Had your Author 
* loſt his Wits or his Memory? Had he forgot 
„ what he had wrote, P. 85. No indeed; but 
«: he hoped his Reader had, and that would 
& ſerve his Turn as well.“ Whatever _ 
Bus | - 
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be lawful to the Country - Man I would think my 
ſelf guilty of Raſhneſs, by following his Ex- 
ample. If the Conntry-Mar be offended that 
the Arbiter has condemned him as ſenſeleſs to 


dear and ingenious Self for it. h 

It is now high Time to conſider his other 
Argument, by which he would prove, That 
ſuppoſing the Exgliſb Prayers were meant, yet 
that could not prove our Author's Aſſertions; 
and it is this: The Ordinance did not then uni- 
verſally take Place, ver few Parts of the Nation 
had then ſet up the Reformation. Spotſwood tells 


theſe reforming Lords had Power, and in ſome 
other Towns and Pariſhes by their Example. But 
tell me in good Earneſt, honeſt Country-Mar, 
do ye truly think, that our Author, when he 
ſaid, That the Engliſh Liturgy was once univer- 
ſally uſed in Scotland, meant, that it was the 
Form of Worſhip, which obtained not only 
in the Proteſtant Congregations, but even inthe 
the Chapel-Royal, the Biſbop's Cathedrals, and 
in a Word, in all the Popiſh Churches them 
ſelves throughout the Kingdom ? GOD 
have Mercy upon your poor Family, if ye thus 


Evening Exerciſe. It is enough for our Au— 
thor's Purpoſe, if the Ordinance took Effect in 


dow of a Proof to the contrary ; unleſs he 
think 


a Prodigy, he can blame no Body but his own 


us, That it obtained only in theſe Parts, wherein 
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wreſt and pervert the Sacred Scriptures, at your 


all the Reformed Congregations of the Kingdom; 
and the Country-Man has not offered the Sha. 
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_ think that to be one, which he ſubjoins imme- 
diately trom Spotiſwood. The Reformed: found a 
Neceſſity, well nigh a Tear afterward, nutwithſtan- 
ding the ſaid Ordinance, of Petitioning the Regent, 
that in conceiving the Public Prayers, and in the 
Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, they might aſe 
the Vulgar Language underſtood by the People. It 
is plain, that Nothing more or leſs can be un- 
ſtood here, than that the Reformed was deſi- 
rous to obtain Allowance, from the Civil Au- 
thority, to perform their Worſhip in the Vulgar 
Language, becauſe their Ordinance was no Law, 
and conſequently could not ſave them from being 
obnoxious to their Enemies. But perhaps the 
Country-Mean intends to prove from the Words of | 
the Petition, that they uſed no Set · Forms at 
all, but only conceived Prayers in their Public 
Worſhip; that which makes me ſuſpect, he 
would fa in cunningly inſinuate this, tho? he 
dare not ſpeak it out, is, that he hath put the 
Words is conceiving in Capital Letters; ſo that 
ſiome extraordinary Emphaſis. or other muſt 1 
there; and what elſe it may be, I cannot — 
If IL have hit upon his Intention, then let us ſee, 
what the Meaning of the Ordinance muſt be. 
Why truly, it was even this. It is ordained, 
That in all Pariſhes, the Common-Prayer, by 
which we mean, neither the Engliſh Liturgy, 
nor that of Geneva, but only concerved Prayers, 
be read weekly upon Sunday and other Feſtival- 
Days, with the Leſſons of the Old and New 


Teſta: 


* 
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And thus I have conſidered his Grant, which 
L allow him now to reſume, and to try how he 
can prove; That the Book of Common Prayers 
in the Ordinance was the Genevay Liturgy, and 
not the Exgliſul. This he attempts to do by 
Tuo demonſtrative Arguments. The Firſt of 
= which is: The Scots were not under the Engliſh 
Influence: at this Jime; for Queen Mary was up- 
an the Throne of England, and the Liturgy was 
thromn out by Aft of Parliament: What Induce- 
ment then had the Scots to embrace it? It is very 
true, the Author of the Charter has evidently 
== ſhown, that our Reformation under G O D was 
principally cheriſhed by the Engliſh Influences; 
and inferred from thence, That we reformed 
upon the ſame Principles; and what ſhould 
hinder the ſame Argument to take Place here? 
Tho Queen Mary and her Miniſtry oppoſed the 
Reformation and the Liturgy, yet that did not 
deſtroy the Effects of the happy Influences of 
her Father and Brother; upon the Reforma- 
tion in Scotland. Ira, the Perſecution it ſelf 
by Queen Mary, which Men thought would 
have utterly extinguiſhed the Reformed Reli- 
gion, by the Providence of G O D was made 
a Means to advance it among us; for ſome, 
who had fled from the Storm in England, taking 
their Refuge in this Kingdom, did not only 
help to preſerve the Light, which had begun 


0 
Teſtament, conformable to the Book of Com- 


to ſhine, but made the Sun to break up more 
„ er GT 


clear 
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clear than before (a). I think it very probable, 
that the Exgliſb Liturgy had been uſed in Scot- 
land, before this Ordinance was made, and the 
Ordinance it ſelf ſeems to infer it; elſe how or 
vVvhence could ſomany Copies of the Liturgy be 
got ſo ſuddenly? It is ſoon enough to ' ſee a 
Public Order eſtabliſhing the Liturgy,” when 
firſt our Reformers had the Boldneſs to make 
public Steps towards the Reformation; which 
now they did, notwithſtanding Mary was upon 
the Throne of England: And therefore the 
Countrj- Man's ſubſtantial Argument, as he calls 
it, can be of no Force at all. 
His Second Argument does not a whit mend 
the Matter. About the Time that the Refor- 
ming Lords made the Ordinance, they wrote Letters 
to Knox, inviting him Home to carry on the Re- 
formation: Now the authoriſing of the Englifh 
3 would have quite ſcarr d him from accep- 
ting the Invitation; therefore the Common Prayers 
in the Ordinance are not the Engliſh bat thoſe of 
Geneva. One, by this way of arguing, might 
prove, That the Ordinance does not approve 
the Obſervation of Holy Days; tho the con- 
trary is evident; and the Country- Man himſelf i 
owns (b) *Tis more than probable, that till 1560 
they had been obſerved in Scotland by the Reformed. 
Ky0x, as appears from the Firſt Book: of Diſci- 
pline, thought the Obſervation of Holy-Days ſu- 
perſtitious ; therefore the Lords did not approve 
them by their Ordinance, or, if they did it, iy 
F | cou 


(4) Sporſe p. 92, Knox. p. 98. (b) p. 71. 
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could not write to him an Invitation to return, 
or at leaſt, if they had the Confidence to write, 
it mult been after this Manner. Pray, good My. 
Knox, come over and help us to advance the Refor- 
nation, and for your Encouragement, wu ſhall find 
= thoſe ar erg Days Chriſtmaſs, Eaſter, Cc. 
= moſt religiouſly obſerved. by us, againſt-which you 
preached in Scotl:nd, againſt which you declared 
in Council in England &c. Sure I am, he de- 
clared in Council as much againſt them as the 
Liturgy ; for one may read the whole Liturgy, 
tho he think kneeling at the Euch iriſt Man's In- 
vention» But Mr. Knox was a better Man 
than to be ſcarr'd, from ſo good a Work, by 
that Liturgy, in which he had joined ſo often 
himſelf; and if he was of the Temper, the 
Country-Man would have him, it had been ha p- 
= py for our Reformers and their Polterity, that 
they had never ſeen his Face. 
Having thus diſcuſſed the Country-Man's Ar- 
guments, by which he endeavours to convince 
us, that nothing was meant by the Common- 
Prayers but the Order of Geneva, I ſhall next 
examine his Anſwers to our Author's Rea ſon- 
ing, which, notwithſtanding the Country Man's 
Shifts and Evaſions, I yet believe to be a full 
and plain Demonſtration, that the Common- 
Prayers, ordained by the Lords of the Cong reg a- 
tion, to be read in the Pariſh Churches, were 
the Prayers of the Erxgliſh Liturgy. And Firſt 
the Country-Man asks, What ſhould make it in- 
credible or improbable, that there could have been 
9 fo 
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many Copies of the Genevan Form in the Val- 
then in:Scatland, as might ſerve 
many Pariſh Churches? He ſays, It was 
in Print and in Engliſb three Years and a 


Quarter before this Ordinance; and Kyox 


took a Trip to Scotland, Anno 1555. Is it 
either incredible or improbable ( ſaith he 
that he would bring a Copy with him? Sup- 
poſe he had not come, is it incredible or im- 
probable, that he would have ſent a Copy? 
Dr. Burnet tells us, The Proteſtants, that fled 
from Queen Mary's Perſecution, took Care to 
tend over many Books from Germany, for 
the Inſtru.tion and Comfort of their Friends 
at Home; would Kzox be the only careleſs 
Man? Is it improbable, the Geneva-Liturgy 
would be one of theſe Books? Was your 
Author adviſed, that the Copy was loſt at 


Sea? Or, that being come to England, it 
could not be tranſmitted to Scotland? Or, 


that being come thither, no Body would be 
ſo careful or curious, as to caſt off an Im- 
preſſion of it? Sir, I think it highly cre» 
dible, there were more Copies of that 


than Churches in the Foflefhon of the Re- 


formed, at that Time; tor by any thing, I 


» 
— 
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have obſerved, they were not in Poſſeſſion 
of ſo much as one Church. Many Things 


might be juſtly excepted againſt, in this florid 
Specch. As for Example, it may be very rea- 
ſonably doubted, whether M brought or 


ſeat a Copy. The ſcandalous Effects of his vi- 


olent 
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olent and unſcaſonable Val at Franefort might 
have taught him more Prudence and Modera- 
tion. Tho' the Genevan Liturgy had been 
rinted as ſoon as the Countrj-Man would have 
it; e. to his own Chronology, the 
_ Engliſh Liturgy, even Edward VPs Second, 
was publiſhed and read in all the Churches of 
England {ome Years before Kyox took his Trip 
into Scotland, yea, before he went to Francfort, 


land, "would uſe all their Endeavours to provide 
themſelves with Copies, eſpecially whea for a 
conſiderable Time there was no other Liturgy 
in their own Language: And the unaccoun- 
table Presbyterian Principle of rejecting Litur- 
gies, was ſo far from the Thoughts of the Prote- 
ſtants at that Time, that we had a Liturgy 
without Interruption, even until the horrid 
Rebellion againſt the Glorious Martyr Charles 
I. as the Coantry-Man acknowledges? Nei- 
ther was there any Difficulty in furniſhing 
themſelves with a greater Number of Books 


Copies, the Church of England deſired nothing 
more ardently, than that their Religion and 
Worſhip ſhould be propagated, eſpecially into 


Means to gain. And one had no more to do, 
but to ſlip over the Border, and fill his Pockets 


mer Hand, there was but one Eng!iſp __ 


who can doubt, but the Reformed in Scot. 


than they wanted, there was no Scarcity of 


Scotland, whoſe Friendſhip they ſtudied by all 


with Books, and be without all Fear or Ha- 
Zard of being diſcovered. Whereas on the o- 
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of the Geneva-Liturgy 10 Engliſh, and that not | 
till a Year or more after Edward's Death. And 

_ conſidering how many were to be uſed at Franc- 

fort, or rather Geneva, to which Place they 

were forced to retire, there would be.few Co- 

. pies could be ſpared to be ſent into England, and 

of thoſe that were brought thither and eſcaped 

the Search of the Papiſts, the moſt would be 

kept in England, and few would have hazarded 

to carry them ſo far as Scotland. If then Scot- 

land was ſo well provided with-Copies of the 
Engliſb Liturgy, purged from all the Remains 

of Popery, being the ſame in all the main Parts 

with that which is at this Dav uſed-in England, 

as the Country-May owns ; Is it probable or WU 
credible, that any Wiſe or Good Man would 
be at-the Pains to bring or ſend Books, that 
could be of no good Ule, at leaſt, in the pre- 

ſent Circumſtances, and could ſerve no other 7 
End, but to raiſe Jealouſies, Diſturbances and | 
Factions amongſt perſecuted People, who wan- | 
ted rather Books for confirming them in | 
the Truth, and opening the Eyes of thoſe | 
who till continued to embrace the old | 
Corruptions in Doctrine and Worſhip ? Thoſe, 

who repreſent Mr. Kjox as making this his | 
chief Study and Aim, do no ſmall Hurt to the 
Memory and Reputation of that. famous Re- 
former : They might as well ſay, That he had 
not the leaſt Degree of common Prudence, that 
he was a Boutefeu and Incendiary, and prefer- 
red the Advancemeat of his own ſingular Can- 
oth | ceits 


| | ( 125 ) ; | 
ceits and Whims to the Propagation of pure 


Religion and Truth. Notwithſtanding all that 
has been ſaid, yet to oblige the Conntry-Man, I 
ſhall ſuppoſe that Knox ſent or brought a few 
Copies'to Scotlana; but how will he be able to 
multiply them fo, that, in the Year 1557, they 
were ſufficient to ſerve all the Pariſh Churches 
and Reformed over the whole Kingdom? The 
Country- Man indeed is very dexterous in findin 
out Expedients, and he can overcome with aff 
Eaſe much greater - Difficulties. Why, being 
once brought to Scotland ſome careful or curious 
Perſon would not fail to caſt off an Impreſſion. But, 
I hope, his careful and curious Perſon muſt have 
been a Printer: And how many Printers, does 
he think, we had in Scotland at that Time? It 
is very fair, if we allow Two or Three, and 
theſe alſo were wholly. in the oppoſite Intereſt, 
depended intirely on the Court and Popiſh 
Clergy, and could expect no other Reward for 
their Care and Curiofity, but Fire and Fagots 
without Mercy; for they being ſo few and 
and well known, they could not poſſibly be 
concealed. nt oben d ol no cm 
But if this Method will not do the Buſineſs, 


he has yet another Way to rid himſelf of the 


Difficulty. There were moe Copies 665 Genevan 
Liturg) than Churches, in the Poſſeſſion of the Re- 
formed at that Time ; for by any Thing he bath ob. 
ſerved, they were not in Poſſeſſion of ſo much as one 
Church. I pity the poor Ordinance, it has put 
him ſo much out of Humour, that he'll never be 


Bo 
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of the Gene va-Liturgy in Engliſh, and that not 
till a Year or more after Edward's Death. And 
_ conſidering how many were to be uſed at Fanc- 
fort, or rather Geneva, to which Place they 
were forced to retire, there would be.few Co- 
. pies could be ſpared to be ſent into England, and 
of thoſe that were brought thither and eſcaped 
the Search of the Papiſts, the moſt would be 
kept in England, and few would have hazarded 
to carry them ſo far as Scotland. If then Scot. 
land was ſo well provided with Copies of the 
Engliſb Liturgy, purged from all the Remains 
of Popery, being the ſame in all the main Parts 
with that which is at this Dav uſed in England, 
as the Country-May owns ; Is it probable or 
credible, that any Wiſe or Good Man would 
be at-the Pains to bring or ſend Books, that 
could be of no good Ule, at leaſt, in the pre- 
ſent Circumſtances,: and could ſerve no other 
End, but to raiſe Jealouſies, Diſturbances and 
Fact ions amongſt perſecuted People, who wan- 
ted rather Books for confirming them in 
the Truth, and opening the Eyes of thoſe 
who ſtill continued to embrace the old 
Corruptions in Doctrine and Worſhip ? Thoſe, 
who repreſent Mr. Kyox as making this his 
chief Study and Aim, do no {mall Hurt to the 
Memory and Reputation of that. famous Re- 
former: They might as well ſay, That he had 
not the leaſt Degree of common Prudence, that 
he was a Boutefeu and Incendiary, and preter- 


red the Advancemeat of his own fingular Can- 
we” | ceits 


| | ; 4 115 ) | : 
ceits and Whims to the Propagation of pure 


Religion and Truth. Notwithſtanding all that 
has been ſaid, yet to oblige the Countr.-Man, I 
ſhall ſuppoſe that Ryo ſent or brought a few 
Copies'to Scotlana; but how will he be able to 
multiply them fo, that, in the Year 1557, they 


were ſufficient to ſerve all the Pariſh Churches 


and Reformed over the whole Kingdom? The 


Country-Man indeed is very dexterous in meg 


out Expedients, and he can overcome with a 
Eaſe much greater | Difficulties. Why, being 
once brought to Scotland ſome careful or curious 
Perſon would not fail to caſt off an Impreſſion. But, 
I hope, his careful and curious Perſon muſt have 
been a Printer: And how many Printers, does 
he think, we had in Scotland at that Time? It 
is very fair, if we allow Two. or Three, and 
theſe alſo were wholly. in the oppoſite Intereſt, 
| depended intirely on the Court and Popiſh 
Clergy, and could expect no other Reward for 
their Care and Curiofity, but Fire and Fagots 
without Mercy; for they being ſo few and 
and well known, they could not poſſibly be 
concealed. 87 50 N e £m 
But if this Method will not do the Buſineſs, 


he has yet another Way to rid himſelf of the 


Difficulty. There were moe Copies 4 Genevan 
Liturgy than Churches, in the Poſſeſſion of the Re- 
formed at that Time; for by any Thing be bath ob. 
ſerved, they were not in Poſſeſſion of ſo much as one 


Church. I pity the poor Ordinance, it has put 


him ſo much out of Humour, that he'll never be 
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at Peace until he has 8 it downright Non- 
ſenſe. It is ſtrange, that this laſt Thought of his 
did not neceſſarily lead him to a ſhort and moſt 
effectual Way of being delivered for ever from 
its Noiſe and Trouble, and that alſo agreeable 
to one of the moſt ordinary and approved Laws 
of Criticiſm, He had no more to do, but to.af- 
firm, with his uſual Confidence and Aſſurance, 
That it is a ſpurious Act and a meer Furg ery, contri- 
ved by an Impoſtor afterwards, who mas - altogether 
ignorant of thoſe Times, who obtrudes a- pretended 
Act, whereby is inſinuated, that the Reformed had 
poſſeſſed themſelves of ſome Churches, and were in 
Hopes of obtaining the reſt, and yet it is certain; that 
they were not in Poſſeſſion of one. within the King= i 
dom at that Time, I indeed hate all Wrangling, 
and therefore: will not contend about what is 
altogether unneceſſary. Let us then ſuppoſe, 
that there was no Church at that 'Time:poſ- 
ſeſſed by the Proteſtants in Scotland, and it he 
mean Legal Poſſeſſion, perhaps there will be 
no Doubt about it: But I would ſain ask him, 
Were there no Proteſtant Congregations or Fa- 


milies in the Kingdom in the Year 15572 If \ 


there were, and ſo many as could not poſſibly 
be ſerved by Two or Three Books brought or 
ſent by Mr. Knox, then all that the Country- 
23 ſaid upon this Subject, is idle and to no 
urpoſe. | ONES ON 
Proceed we now to conſider his Anſwer to 
this Part of the Reaſoning. In the Genevan 
Form that was afterwards uſed in Scotland, there 
78 : 16 
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0 Order for, no Eda of, the Obſervation of o- 

= ther Holy-Days, beſides Sunday. One would think, 
If this be true, it is impoſſible the Book of 
Common Prayers, in the Ordinance, could be the 
Liturgy of Geneva. Let us then ſee, what the 

Country-Man ſays to it, © In all the Impreſſions 
4 of the Genevan Liturgy that ever I ſaw, there 
is a Table for the Moveable Feaſts, and be- 
& (ides that, a Kalendar, and one of the Columns 
& bears the Title of Feſtival Days; and in that 
« Columa the ſame Feaſts and the ſame Saints 
4 are marked as in K. Edward's Kalendar. Here 
is a pretty lively footitep of the Obſervation 
of Holy-Days;and I cannot but pity your Au- 
= © thor's Eye-Sight, that he could not ſee this“. 
But by his Leave, tho? in all the Kalendars pre- 
fixed to the Scoriſh Genevan Liturgy, we have 
ſome Feſtival and Saints Days marked; yet 
they are not, in ſeveral Editions, the ſame with 
thoſe of Edward's Kalendar : Neither is the Ka- 
lendar a Footſtep, far leſs a pretty lively Foot- 
ſtep of the Obſervation of Holy Days. The 
chief Uſe of one Column of the Kalendar in the 
Engliſh Liturgy is to ſhow the Days on which 
fall the Feaſts and Faits of the Church; yet it 
has other Uſes allo, ſince ſeveral Saints are yet 
retained in their Kalendar, whoſe Days they 
do not folemnize. Certainly the Printer, ei- 
= ther by himſelf, or with Advice, hath added 
the Kalendar to the old Scotiſh Liturgy, upon a 
Civil Account; becauſe it was neceſſary for 
Contracts and all Matters of Buſineſs and Com- 
8 merce. 
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confirm by the following Argument. 


2 61380 Of 
merce. Whitſunday, Chas , Martinmaſs and 
Canalemaſs were our ordinary Terms. Do not 
the Country-People, even to this Day, for the 
moſt Part uſe the Stile of the Kalendar? And 
about the Time that the Order of Geneva Was 


introduced, that Language was ſo neceſſary, 


that one could ſcarceſy underſtand his Neigh- 
bour's without it. And this was the only Rea- 
ſon, why the Kalendar was prefixed to Kyox's 
Liturgy : It was inſtead of an Almanack; and 
was not placed there upon any Religious Ac- 
count. Thoſe of Geneva, from whom our old 
Liturgy was borrowed, had never any Kalen- 
dar printed with their Book, nor had they any 


in France, where it was alſo uſed. The Church 

of Geneva, as well as all other Churches in the #7 
World, ancient or modern, except our pure | 
Kirk of Scotland, had always and ſtill have other 


Holy Days, beſides Sunday, which they obſerve 5 


religiouſly : But the Feſtivals of Geneva are ſo 
few, that they want no Kalendar for them. It 
is plain then, that the Kalendar alone cannot be 
any Evidence, that Feſtivals were obſerved in 


the Church of Scotland, which I ſhall further (*® 


The Obſervation of Holy Days is condemned 9 
as ſuperſtitious by the Zen Book of Diſcipline, | 


and it is moſt certain, that they were not obſer- 


ved in Scotland for many Years; and yet all that fl 


Time the Kalendar, with the Names of the Apo- 


folic Saints and others, continued fill in the old ; 
Scotiſb Liturgy. Now was the Kalendar at that 
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Time a Proof or a — lively Footſtep of the 
Obſervation of Holy Days? I think, he dare not 
ſay it: If it could not be an Argument then, let 
him give me a Reaſon, why at any other Time 
it could be ſuch. It muſt therefore have been 
put in and continued upon the ſame, that is a 
Civil Account. And it was of very good Uſe 
for ſhowing the Fairs, which made the Emgl:{b 
BS Officer, who wrote the Short Account of Scotland, 
&c. London 1702, to ſay, That the Kalendar was 
deſigned more for the Uſe of the Fairs than anything 
elſe. The Country- Man endeavours to confute 


7 this, and offers a Gueſs at the Occaſion of his 


Miſtake : But if he had been as well acquainted 
with the Editions of Kos Liturgy, as he pre- 


; + tends, he might have found, that the Stranger 


was much in the Right. I ſhall mention only 
the Edition of the Pſalms and Prayers, &c. prin- 


= ted at Edinburgh by Henry Charteris, Anno 1596, 
When Scatiſh Presbytery was rampant ; the ve- 
ry Lear, in which Mr. David Blake, Miniſter of 
St. Andrew's (x), uttered in a Sermon diverſe 


Speeches full of Spight againſt the King, the 


Queen, and the Lords of Council and Scflion ; 


and called the Queen of 


mm Aw oIO00U00q94 0 0 % 


England an Atheiſt; a 


Woman of no Religion; and by the Advice of 
Mr. Andrew Melvil and the other Brethren (%, 
= declined the King and his Council as Judges; 
the very Year, in which (z) the Miniſters raiſed 
2 a terrible Rabble againſt the King and his 


DD His & e® 


; Counſellors, who were in the greateſt "en 
; 5 | O 


. A (* Sporſ, P. 419, (9) P. 421. (4) P. 427, 48. : 
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of their Lives from the Fury of the Mob; and 
the ſame Year when Mr. John Welch durſt fay 
(a), in a Sermon, That the Ring was poſſeſſed with 
a Devil, &c. An Almanack (or if the Country- 
| Man will have it fo, a Kalendar) is prefixed to 
| _ Edition of Kos Liturgy, but nothing 
. like the Kalendar of Edward VI. which conti. 
| nued the ſame in all the Editions of the Ergl:iſh 
Liturgy before the Reſtauration, except as to 
the Leſſons, The Firſt Page contains a Table 
of the Moveable Feaſts, Golden Number, &c. 
with this Title, Ane Almanacł for the Space of 30 
ZTeiris, unleſs this be the Title deſigned for the 
whole; for it has none other at the Head of the 
following Pages, we have the Name of each 
Month with 4 Lines of Rhime, ſuch as are in 
the ordinary Almanacks : v. g. January, Gif 

thou be ſeił and helth wald haif, The Counſel of the 

. Lernit craif, &c. It conſiſts of 5 Columns, the 

firſt contains the Riſing of the Sun; the 2d, the 

Dominical Letters; the zd, the Days of the 

Month; the 4th, the Feſtival and Saints Days, 
the Fairs and ſeveral remarkable Events, with 
| the Sign of the Zodiac into which the Sun en- 
| ters;and the 5th,the Setting of the Sun;and in the 
| laſt Page we have, The Uſe of the Epact to know the 
i Age of the Moon, & c. Now tho? it be moſt certain, 
| that no Holy Days, except Sunday, were ob- | 
| ſerved at that Time by the Kirk of Scotland, 
yet we have in that Almanack all the Feafts 
- obſerved by the Church of England; and con- 
. ö — 
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ſequently this can be no Footſtep of the Obſer- 
vation of them in Scotland: Yea we have thoſe 
of them, on which there were no Fairs at that 


Time, as Circumciſion, Converſion of St. Paul, 
Purification of Mary, Matthew, Philip and Ja- 


cob, Simon and Jude, Thomas, Tule- Day, Steven, 
John Evang. Innocents-Day. And beſides the 
Feſtivals of the Church of England, we have 
no Saints Days, except thoſe, on which there 
were Fairs in ſome Place of Scotland, v. g. Ja- 
nuary 13. S. Mungo' Day in Glaſgow a Fair, 
March 17. S. Patrick's Day in Dumbartoun 4 
Fair, &c. The Coauntry-Man asks, In what Part 
of Scotland is the Circumciſion or Epiphany- 
Fair kept? The Anſwer is plain, There were 
no Fairs on thoſe Days, Anno 1596 : Yet, if he 


pleaſes, he may ſee in that Kalendar, S. Barna- 


bie's Fair in Lauder, S. James's Day in Couper 
of Fife, in Lanerk, and in Old Roxburgh, 4 
Fair. Bartholomew*s Day in Linlithgow 4 
Fair, S. Jolin's Day in S. Johnſtoun a Fair, &c. 
From all which it is plain, that the Country- 
Man only, and not the Hugliſb Gentleman, has 
been miſtaken; and that the Kalendar was not 
prefixed to Kyox's Liturgy upon any Religious 
Account, and therefore cannot be a Proof of 
the Obſervation of the Holy Days in the then 
Church of Scotland. = GOIN 
I cannot here neglect to take Notice of a 
molt intolerable Omiſſion which the Conuntry- 
Man has been guilty of, and yet, I muſt confeſs, 
he was very Wiſe to take that Courſe. It is 
| N very 
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very hard to touch Hot Coals, and not to hurn 
our Fingers. He has wholly paſſed over the 
moſt ſubſtantial Part of the Argument, with- 
out ſpeaking one Word about it. The Author's 
Reaſoning was, That in the Geneva-Form there 
ic no Order for, no Footſtep of, the Obſervation of 
Holy Days. Now, ſuppoſe the Kalendar were 
a ſufficient Proof of the Obſervation of Holy 
Days, yet where is the Order for obſerving 
theſe and no other Days as Feſtivals. The Ka- 
lendar can never determine this, ſeeing it con- 
tains a great Number of Saints Days, which are 
not obſerved in the Church of Exgland it ſelf; 
and therefore that Church gives particular 
Tables determining the Vigils, Feaſts and Days 
of Faſting, which are to be kept by thoſe of her 
Communion. Now it is impoſlible to ſhow 
me in the Genevan Liturgy, in any Language, 
French, Latin or Eng liſb, the leaſt Footſtep of 
.any Order for obſerving Holy Days, far leſs de- 
termining what thoſe Holy Days were: And 
yet this is neceſſarily contained in the Ordi- 
nance; for it is there ordained, That Commor 
Prayer ſhould be read on Sunday and other Feſtival 
| Days, with the Leſſons, conformable to the Book of 
Common Prayers. As they therefore could not 
know, what Leſſons were to be read but by the 
Book of Common Prayers, ſo they could only 
know the Feſtivals, on which they were to a- 
ſemble, from the ſame Book, Seeing therefore 
no ſuch Thing is determined in the Order of 
Geneva, it follows undeniably, that the Book 
| - 1 1 0 
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The Conuntry-Man affirms in the Firſt Place, 


„ 
of Common - Prayers in the Ordinance was the 
Liturgy of the Church of England. 
The laſt Point of the Demonſtration was 
this, Neither is there any Order in the Book of Ge- 
neva for reading of Leſſons of the Old and New 


Teſtament, except in the Treatiſe of Faſting, 


which was not compiled till the Tear 1565. There 
indeed Leſſons are appointed, ſuch and ſuch Places 
and ſuch and ſuch Hiſtories in the Old, but not fo 
much as one Title of the New Teſtament. Is 
all the reſt of the Book there is a deep Silence about 
Leſſons ; than which there cannot be a cleaver De- 
monſtr ation, that the Book appointed to be read, 
December 1557, was not the Book of Geneva. 
I confeſs, I am one of thoſe, whoſe Affection is 
ſtronger than their Judgment; if that Cenſure 


of the Country- Man muſt fall upon all, who be- 


lieve that this is a clear and certain Proof, and 
therefore a Demonſtration of what I intended. 


That theſe Leſſons will not infer, That they 
were the Exzliſþ Common Prayers, or Liturgy 
was meant in the Ordinance, Why, Sir, I 
pray you? Becauſe, xo. If that Ordinance 
« had deſigned the Introduction of the Exgliſb 
* Liturgy, it would have appointed the Leſſons 
“ not only to be read on Sendays and Feſtival 
% Days, but every Day throughout the Lear. 
A noble Reaſon indeed! If ye would take m 
Advice, for ye would content your ſelf with 
= Skipping over what does not pleaſe you, 
an 


manfully affirming what can do you Ser- 
FT VICE ; 
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„. 3 
vice; for it is a hard and troubleſome Buſineſs 
to prove every raſh Word, that a Body is forc'd 
to at a Pinch, Is it inſinuated in the Ordinance, 

that the Book of Common Prayers did ap- 
point no Leſſons for every Day throughout the 
Year, If it had done this, then certainly that 
Book could not have been the Exgliſh Liturgy : 
But there is no ſuch thing to be found there. 
What can the Country- Man mean by this his 
Reaſon? Would he have had the Lords to or- 
dain the Leſſons for all the other Days of the 
| Year, to be read on the Sundays and Holy-Days, 
Mi beſides their own Leſſons? That was not poſ- 
j ſible to be done. Whoever conſiders the Cir- 
cuqmſtances of the Reformed at that Time, 
will think it was very much, that they could 
| aſſemble themſelves together for Public Wor- 

Il ſhip ſo often. In the preſent afflicted State of 
8 our Church, tho? /blefſed be G O D) we have, 
in ſome Towns, the Prayers and Leſſons read not 
Wo only on Sundays and Holy-Days, but allo on all 
l the L:tany Days throughout the Year, yet in 
the Country Pariſhes they have not Public 
MMorſhip ſo often. Let us then ſuppoſe, That 
our ſpiritual Fathers wrote to the Country- Preſ- 
byters, That it were fit, the Prayers and Leſſons 
l ſhould be read according to the Common 
IS Prayer in their Congregations, not anly on the 
| © Sundays,butall the other Holy-Days alſo: Would 
| any Body of Senſe infer from that Order a Hun- 
dred Years after this, that thoſe Country-Mi- 
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nifters did not uſe the Liturgy of the Church 
A "Lay 
L“et us next conſider his Second Reaſon. King 
Edward's Liturgy appoints Leſſons to be read 
out of the Apocrypha on ſame Feſtival-Days, how 
then could the Ordinance mean the Engliſh Li- 
turgy,when it reſtricted the rovging of the Leſ- 
ſons to the 014 and New Teſtament ? If he can 
prove, that the Ordinance ręſtricts the Leſſons 
to the Old and New Teſtament, ſo as to exclude 
all Leſſons out of the Apocrypha, his Reaſon will 
be of Force: But it is impoſſible to do it. I 
might tell him, that there is nothing read on 
Sundays out of the Apocrypha, and not above 
Three or Four Feſtivals at moſt have the Firſt 
Leſſon from thence ; fo that they might very 
innocently have neglected to name the Apocry- 


Pb: But the plain Account of the thing is 


this. It is well known, that both in ordinary 
Diſcourſe,and in the printed Books of the Eg 
Divines, it is always ſaid, that the Leſſons of 
the Liturgy are taken from the 0/4 and New 
Teſtament, without any Mention of the Apro- 
crypha.; yea, this is not only the Language of 
common Converſation and private Doctors, 
but even the Church and Liturgy it felt uſe 
this Way of ſpeaking: And to be convinced 
of this, let him be pleaſed to read, in the Book 
of Common Prayer, the Order how the reſt of 
Holy Scripture is appointed to be read, which be- 
gins thus: „ The Old Teſtament is appointed 


Y for the Firſt Leſſons at Morning and Eve- 


1 ning 


V 
ning Prayer; ſo as moſt Part thereof will be 

« read every Year, once, as in the Kalendar 

“ appointed. The New Teſtament is appointed 
for the Second Leſſons at Morning and Eve- 

“ ning Prayer, and ſhall be read over orderly 

« every Year thrice, & “ Here there is not 
one Word of 9 N. as being comprehen- 
. ded under the Old Teftament according to the 
uſual way of ſpeaking. The Church of Exg- 
land has declared in their Sixth Canon, that 
ſome Leſſons are appointed to be read out of 
the Apocrypha, not for proving any Points of 

| Faith, but as being very inſtructive for Morals ; 
Id | and yet ſhe does not ſcruple to call them Leſſons 
j out ofthe Old Teſtament, in Imitation of the 
| | Ancient Fathers, who often cited, by the Name 


1 of the Scriptare, thoſe pious Writings of Apo- 
ſtolical Men, which were publickly read in 
their Congregations, and yet were not eſteemed 
Canonical. The Ordinance therefore could not 
'F be better expreſſed, than in the very Langua 

- ofthe Liturgy, which it authorizes. It world 
be moſt ridiculous to reaſon thus: The Li- 
turgy for the Engliſh Church appoints Leſſons 
only out of the Ola and New Teſtament : There- 
fore no Leſſons are appointed to be read out of 
the Apocrypha. Muſt it not then be as ridicu- 
lous to reaſon after this manner, The Book of 
Common Prayer in the Ordinance has no Leſ- 
ſons except out of the Old and New Teſtament : 
Therefore it had none out of the Aporrypha ? 
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4 Perhaps he will have better Succeſs with his 


— 


Second Aſſertion, Secondly, © I affirm (faith 
* he) That that Particular of the Leſſons is no 
© Demonſtration, that it was not the Gerevar 


© Liturgy was meant in the Ordinance. For 


it is not to be doubted, that the Firſt Copy 
« of our Scotch Liturgy was that which we had 
„ from Francfort, and was exactly the ſame 


With the Firſt. Now in the Admonttion to 


the Reader, ſubjoined to the ſaid Liturgy, the 
“Compilers were aware, that their Enemies 
* would object the Want of the reading or Lei- 
4 ſons of the Epiſtles and Goſpels to them. 
4 They reſolved therefore to anticipate that 
* Objection; but how? Do they acknow- 
„ ledge,. that they wanted them? No; they 


« confidently affirm, they had them in greater 


* Perfection than others, and that upon this 
“ ſcore, becauſe they read the Scripture through 
* in Order. Take their Words from the La- 
« tin Copy, Lectionem Bvangelioram & Epiſto- 


“ larum Eccleſia non omiſit, ſed reſtituit. Illi po- 


e tius omiſerunt, qui ſic truncutim legerunt Jam 


hac Eecleſia, & fi que ſint alia reformate Evan- 


geliorum & Epi ſtolarum, imo totius ſacre Scrip- 
* ture libros omnes ordiue pralegunt, ” Perhaps 
ſome may condema me for making any Return 


to ſuch Subterfuges and Trifling. Vet that the 
Country Han may have no Reaſon to complain 


of being neglected, I ſhall beſtow a few Words 
upon what; he pretends, And Firſt, there is 
no Ground imaginable to believe, that the Ad- 


2 monition 


„ 7, 7” þ) | 
monition, fubjoined- to the Latin Tranſlation of 
Francfort, was ever in any Engliſh Verſion of the 


Genevan Liturgy. It is no Part of the Liturgy, 


and if it was written by an Egliſb Man, was only 
added by thoſe hot People to vindicate them- 
ſelves from the Odium, that they had Reaſon to 


fear, their raſh and factious Conduct wou'd 


bring upon them: There is nothing like it 
to be found in all the Copies of France and 
Geneva; and I challenge him to ſhow it in 
any Edition whatſoever of the Exgliſh Verſion, 
But, in the Second Place, Tho? it were 


not only in the Fancfort Edition in Engliſh, 


but alſo in all the Copies that ever were 
printed afterwards, yet it does not in the leaſt 


remove the Difficulty. - For there is no Com- 


mand or Order contained in that Admonition 
concerning the Leſſons ; they, by Accident, to 
obviate an Objection, mention the Reading 
the Scriptures in Ordeꝶ: And, as by the Words 
cited, they own 
in the Lrtwurprc Senſe, that is, Parts of the Goſ- 
pels and Epiſtles appropriated to particular 


Sundays and Holy Das; fo they alſo acknow- 


ledge, they had no Leſſons, that is, ſuch parti- 
cular Chapters out of the Ola and New Teſta- 
ment, reſtricted to every Day of the Year. They 


tel] us expreſly, they - read all the Books of 


the Scripture in Order; ſo that in an Age they 
could not expect to have the ſame Chapters 


read on the ſame Day of the Lear. Whereas | 


by the Ordinance it is appointed, that Leſſ*xi, 


(by. 


they Tead no Goſpels'or Epiſtles, 


(by which no Man ever, except the Counti- 
nan, underſtood any other Thing than parti- 
Scular and determined Portions of Scripture) 


formable to the Book of Common Prayer. It 


is evident, that the Feſtivals were obſerved at 
that Time in Scotland; and plain Reaſon and 


the Nature of the Thing, requires ſuch Places 
of Scripture ſhould be read upon them, as were 


moſt adapted to the Myſteries and Mercies 
commemorated on thoſe Days ; and according- 


ly it was, and is the Cuſtom'ot all Churches. 


There were indeed no proper Leſſons for Sun- 


days in the two Liturgies of Edward VI. the 
Table for them being added only under Queen 
$ Elizabeth, yet they had determined Leſſons, to 
wit, thoſe that were appointed in the Kalen- 
dar for the Days of the Month upon which 
they fell: But as to the other Holy Days, the 
moſt of them had even proper Leſſons in Edward's 
Liturgies, as well as in theſe of Queen Eliza- 


beth, King James, &r. Now the Country- Man 


dares not pretend, that there is any ſuch Order 
even inſinuated in the Admonition. Beſides, we 
are not wag there, in what Order the Scriptures 
are to be read, I mean, whether 'they were 
; uſed to read two or three Chapters out of Gene- 
ffs, and the next Day the following two or 
three, and ſo on; or if they were to read a 
Chapter or two out of the Old, and as many 
out of the New Teſtament, every Day; and yet 
that was neceſſary to have been told; : 
950 0 mo 


ſnould be read on Sund s and Holy Days, con- 


3 161 ). gh 
as ſoon as I caft my 310 upon the other Ords- 
nance, I am fully ſatisfied ; for it tells me, they 
were Sundays and the other Holy Days, con- 
formable to, i. e, appointed by the Book of 
Common Prayer. And aſter t 
I haye no Difficulty to know, what they meant 
by exerciſing themſelves in reading the Scriptures; 
but ſtill I am left in the Dark, after what Man- 
ner, and in what Method the Scriptures are to 
be read, or how much upon every one of theſe 
certain Days: But the other Ordinance removes 
all my Doubts ; it informs us, that the Leſſons 
for each Sunday and Holy Day, were determi- 
ned by the Book of Common Prayer. / Seeing 
therefore this is clearly and diſtinctly done in 
the Exgliſb Liturgy, and not ſo much as the 
leaſt Veſtige of it in the Order of Geneva, no 


Edition, I leave it to the i ial Reader to 
determine, whether the Coumntriy-Man had great 
Reaſon to boaſt, That the Argument taken 
from the Leſſons was quite vaniſhed. bj 
| The moſt ingenious Author of the Char 
had ſaid, . None of our Presbyterian Hiſto- 
« rians, neither Petrie, nor Calderwood, have 
the Confidence to pretend, nay to inſinuate 
4 the Poſſibility of its being the common Order 
of Geneva, that is meant in the Oraimance, 
« which it is very probable, they would have 
done, if they had had the ſmalleſt Hopes of 
_ < making, it feaſible.” The Country- Man thinks 
the Argument may be retorted by putting 57, 
2285 copal 
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ſame mannet | 


not in the Admonition ſubjoined to the Latin 


(122 | 

ropal Hiftorians, inſtead of Presbyterian, But I 
muſt beg his Pardon to tell him, There is a 
vaſt, Difference. Sure Iam, no candid Perſon 

will deny, but the Book of Common Prayer in 

the Ordinance feems to be. nothing but the Exg- 
liſh Litargy.: Was it not therefore their Dut 
and Intereſt to have guarded againſt any Mi- 
ſtake, if it could have been done by any Means? WW 
And in Effect we ſee Calderwood did all that was 
poſſible in the preſent Caſe : For tho* he had 
not the Confidence to deny expreſly, that it was 
the Engliſh Book of Common Prayer; yet he 
gives only a ſuperficial Account of the Matter, 
and quite omits the Mention of other Holy Days 
beſides Sunday, which very much weakens the 
Strength of the Argument. But on the other 
Hand Spotſwood, ſeeing the Thing clear and 
evident of it ſelf, by the bare Narration, had no 
Uſe for any Explication, or railing a Scruple 
where there was none. He, with the other 
Biſhops who compiled the Scotiſh Liturgy, in 
Charles Ts Time, affirms plainly in the Preface 
to it, Iha i: was, then, known, that diverſe Tears 
after the Reformation, ve had no other Order of Com- 
mon Prayer but the Engliſh Liturgy. Here when 
there was Uſe for it, Arch-Biſhop Sporſwood aſ- 
ſerts the Thing confideatly ; and not only ſo, 
but even that it was known at that Time, But to 
this Teſtimony of our Biſhop, the Country-Man, 
P. 77: anſwers, That it is amicum teſtimonium, 
and ſo much the leſs to be credited. Any who 
conliders all Circumſtances will think this Te- 
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ſtimony of very great Weight. It cannot be 
denied, but Sporſwood under ſtood the Hiſtory of 
the Church exactly: Can it be thought then, 
that ſo pious and wiſe a Prelate would have fo 


confidently affirmed a notorious Falſhood; and | 


not only ſo, but pretended, That it was even 
then known to be a Truth? Fat leſs would he 
have ſuffered it to be put before the Liturgy, 
which he knew was an Eye-ſore to all the Fa- 


& Ctious and Diſcontented, who would be glad of 
Po juſt an Occaſion of running down both it and 


its Authors. And I do not remember, that it 
was contradicted or denied by their very Ene- 
mies. And (Calderwood himſelf is fo far from 
ſaying, the Book of Common Prayer in the 


BE Ordinance was the Genevan,. that on the con- 
| trary he ſeems fairly to acknowledge, it was 


the Engliſh Liturgy; but at ſuch a Diſtance 
from the Year 1557, that, no Doubt, he thought 
himſelf pretty ſecure,” that few Readers would 
reflect upon it as an Acknowledgment. 1 For he 
tells us, That the Maſters of the New College of 
St. Andrew's, Anno 1623, «ſed thit*3ngliſh Li- 
tare y in their College, notwithſtandiug they wanted 
the Warrant of any General Aſſembly, or of any con- 
tinued Practice of the Form in Time bypaſt ſince the 
Reformation. Where the Weight of the Argu- 
ment aga inſt the Liturgy is la id on its not having 
had a continued Practise ſince the Reformatior ; 
which is a clear Conceſſion, that at the Refor- 
mation, it was in Practice, tho? that Practice 
was not continued. The Country- Man in An- 

WW ſwer 


ſwer to this, computes the Reformation fromthe 


| Worſhip from thoſe of the Romiſb Communion, 
which was long before 1560. And then he en- 
dea vours to expoſe the Reaſoning, by a Mock - 


the Creation; and then I think, his Comrade 
might have very juſtly inferred, that the Coun- 


(' 1540 


public Eſtabliſhment of it ; and in the preſent 
Diſpute, we mean, by the Time of the Refor- 
mation, that Time when firſt the Reformed in 
Scotland, began to have a ſeparate and diftinQ 


Conference with one of his own Comrades, to | 
whom he ſays, Such a Buſineſs was never done ſince 
the Creation. But, if he had been reſolved to make 


an exact Parallel, he ſhould have ſaid, Such a 
Thing had never ſuch 2 continued Practice ſince 


try Man inſinuated, It had a Practice, tho? no 
continued Practice, ſince the Creation. But he 
adds, Calderwood meant only that Practice of 


King Jam VI. who Anno 1617 viſited his an- 25 


cient Kingdom, and brought the Exgliſb Service 
along with him, and kept it wherever he came. 
If one were as much inclined to diſpute as the 
Country- Man ſeems to be, he might ſay, That 
this does not ſerve him or Calderwood ; for it is 

certain, The Ambaſſadors of Princes were al- 
lowed to worſhip GOD in their own Chapels 
according to the Religion and Rites of their 

Countries; if then the King, who was King of 
England, chooſed to worſhip G O D according 
to the Rites of that Church, for a very ſmall F# 
Time, that can never be interpreted as a Vio- x 
lation or Interruption of the Order of the Sco- 


. 2 5 
tiſb 7 . : 
” p 4 © * \ 
4 " 


r EA oo d@@ adds cit fro 


7 


* 


ae CME... | 
tiſb Church. But I hace all Wrangling, and 
therefore I let it paſs. He might have remem- 
bred, that our Author had ſa id, It is no Matter, 
whether Calderwood acknowledged this or not ; 
ſeeing we have ſufficieat Evidence for the Point 
in Hand, without it. Bi 
And it is a ſtrong enough Argument, which 
the Country-Man endeavours to Anſwer in the 
'next Place. viz. The Ordinance is, That the 
Book of Common-Prayers ſhould be uſed in all 
Churches from that very Date. But we find, 
by the Firſt Book of Diſcipline, that the Order 
of Geneva was only coming in to be uſed then 
in ſome of our Churches. To this he replies by 
denying that it is ſa id, from one End of the Book 
to the other, That it was only hen coming in: 
But he acknowledges it ſays, The Order of Ge- 


= neva was then aſed in ſome of our Churches: If 
then only in ſome, it follows neceſſarily that it 
= was not in e/and conſequently was but coming 


in. He has not thought fit to repeat his unac- 
countable Evaſion, which I have ſufficiently 
expoſed before, and therefore I proceed. 

Sf Our Author had aſſerted, That the Genevar 
& Liturgy had nothing like a Public Eſtabliſh- 


© ment till the General Aſſembly, December. 25, 
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1562. and the Country-Man ſays, He had 
«& ſhewed the notorious Falſhood of this before; 
* becauſe he had proved, That the Firſt 
| * Book of Diſcipline was Law-Eccleſiaſtical.” 


l have already examined his Proofs ; and there- 


U 2 fore 


166 


fore, I will not trouble the Reader any gurther 
upon that Head. ie 


Wan eil e ae Condhhebons 


Method, Who, as he thinks fit, inverts the Or- 
der of our Author's Reaſonings, and gives us 


only ſuch Shreds of them as he pleaſes; and 
therefore I would once for all beſeech the can- 
did Reader, diligently to compare what our 


Author has moſt judicioufly ſa id concerning the 


Public Deeds of our Refor mers, with the lame 
and imperfect Repreſentation his Adverſary has 
given of them; for my deſigned Brevity will 


not ſuffer me to repeat more of that which bas 
been ſet in the cleareſt by by the incom- 


parable Author, than is abſolutely neceſſary. 
The next Public Deed of our Reformers, men- 


tioned by the Countij - Man, is that Letter of 
the Lords of the Congregation to Secretary 


Cecil, Anno 1559. by which they begged Aſſi- 
ſtance from England, becauſe it was of the ſame 
Religion, as Kyox expreſſes it, againſt the 
Regent and the French. I he Secretary ſent 
them Word, That their Interprize miſliked not 


the Engliſh Council, and immediately the Lords 
returned an Anfwer not in the preſent Presby- 
terian Strain, but as thoſe who looked upon 


the Church of England as a true Chriſtian 
Church, and her Communion as lawful and 
commendable. © They call Cicil an unfeigned 


« Favourer of Chriſt's true Religion: They 


“ deſire no earthly Thing more than the 


Aſſurance of a perperual Unity betwixt 


« the 


o 


«the two Realms, to 1. Praiſe of GO D's 
Name and the Comfort of the Faithful in 
both Realms. They promiſe to leave a Charge 
« and Command to their Poſterity, that the 
« Amity between the Nations (in GOD) 
« contragted and begun, may be by them kept 
© jnviolable for ever. They fay, Their Con- 
4 federacy, Amity and League ſhall not be like 
4 the Pactions made by worldly Men, for, 
« worldly Profit; but as they require it, for 
« GO D's Caaſe, ſo they will call upon His 
Name for the Obſervation : And afterwards 
they call it a Godly Conjunction.“ Secretary 
Maitland was ſent, November 1559,to treat with 
Queen Elizabeth ; who managed the Matter ſo, 
and brought it to ſuch Maturity, that im- 
mediately upon his Return the League was 
finiſhed : But none of our Hiſtorians tell us, 
What Commiſſion he had, or what Inſtru- 
ions, how he managed his Buſineſs, or 
upon what Terms the Queen of Exgland and 
he came to an Agreement; and therefore the 
ingenious Author of the Charter reaſons upon 
the common Principles of Prudence. What 
* was more natural for the Exgliſb Council to 
« require, than that the Scots ſhould engage 
& to tranſcribe the Engliſh Copy, and eſtabliſh. 
„their Reformation upon the ſame Foot, 7. e. 
receive the Doctrine, Worſhip, Rites and 
“Government of the Church of Exgland? 
The Point in Agitation was a Confederacy 
in Oppoſition to Popery,and for the NW 
OTOL WEN 7a « of. 


It was obvious therefore to foreſee, that it 


\ 


Queen E!/;zabeth was peculiarly concerned to 


Jas more natural then, than that ſhe ſhould 


3 1 
4 of the Reformed Religion in both Kingdoms. 


4 would be the ſtronger, and every Way the 
6 better ſuited to that great End, if both 
“Churches ſtood on one Bottom; for diffe- 
& rent Conſtitutions are apt to be attended 
« with different Cuſtoms, which may intro- 
«& duce different. Sentiments and Inclinations ; 
« and the ſmalleſt Differences are apt to cre- 
ate Jcalouſies, Diviſions, and croſs Intereſts. 


„ crave this. She was afraid of the Queen 
« of Scot's Pretenſions to the Crown of Eng- 
& land; for this Cauſe ſhe was confederating 
« with the Queen of Scotland's Subjects, that 
&--{he might have them on her Side. --- What 


„demand, That they ſhould be of the fame 
Religion, and their Church of the ſame 
Conſtitution, with the Church of England? 
The Country-Man. asks, F there be any Hiſtorian 
who ſays, That Queen Elizabeth did demand this ? 
To which I an{wer in our Author's own Words. 
4 This Politic was ſo obvious, that it is not to 
e be imagined, ſhe and her wiſe Council did 
“ overlook: it; and tho? it had been no where 
% upon Record, that ſhe craved it, yet the 
common Senſe of Mankind would ſtand for 
« its Credibility. What ſhall we ſay then, if 
« wefind it recorded by an Hiſtorian, whoſe 
« Honeſty is not to be queſtioned in this Mat- 
ter? And ſuch an one we have, even 

53 * Bucha- 
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1 
& Buchanan himſelf, tho' he miſplaces it, and 
& narrates it a long Time after it was done 
4 and as it were only by the by. In the 


ment againſt himſelf in theſe Words: If it 
was Queen Elizabeth's Intereſt, there is no doubt 
it was her Demand: For never crowned Head of 


Lr YT_LUurUuUu_=ERR ny Ts  T.,2 


ſbe. To which he replies, That this is as plau- 
ſible as any Thing can be. But he will prove, that 
it was not her Intereſt, from our own Author, 
who P. 237. ſtates this Enquiry to himſelf: 
Whether it is not probable, that Queen Elizabeth 
was willing, the Presbyterian Humour ſhould be 
encouraged in Scotland? And he determines 
in the Affirmative. But if there was any Con- 
tradition here, the Country-Man might have 
' found it nearer, even in that Sentence: Queer 
Elizabeth was afraid of the Queen of Scotland?s 


. 


e was confederating with the Queen of Scot- 
33 Subjects, om might — 255 her 
Side. The plain Meaning of which is, 
ſhe was willing to encourage the Presby terian 
Humour of rebelling againſt their Sovereign, 
of entring into Treaties and Leagues, not on- 
ly without her Conſent and Approbation, but 
directly contrary to her Intereſt and Authority. 
Queen Elizaberh had Reaſon to think, that 
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4 of our Queen, or betwixt England and Scotland, 
would be more firm and laſting, if the Refor: 
„ | med 


1 0 


next Place, the Country-Man renews the Argu- 


either Sex purſued their Intereſt more cloſely than 


= Pretenſions to the Crown of England; for this Cauſe, 


the League betwixt herſelf and the Subjects 


. med Church in Scatland were founded on the 
ſame Bottom with that of England, and # 
greed exactly with her in Doctrine, Worſhip 
and Government. And yet, after the Scott 
were freed from the French, and inſtead of ad» 
hering to the Articles of Religion (tipulated 
and agreed to, they began to go farthef from 
them than Geneva it ſelf; what Wonder Was 
it, that ſhe, underhand, encouraged their 
Factions and Diviſions, ſo to weaken them, 
leſt they ſhould unite in the Intereſt of their 
lawful Sovereign, and-aſſert-her Title by Force 
of Arms? This has been a conftant Politic of 
Princes, and is plain from innumerable Inſtan- 
ces. We have heard that a Pope and Emperor, 
who would have thought it highly their Inte- 
reſt to convert all the World to the Romiſh 
Faith, did notwithſtanding enter into a Con- 
federacy for dethroning a Prince of their own 
Communion. There is not the leaſt Shadow of 
Contradiction here. And I leave it to the 
Candid to judge, whether our Author deſerved 
to be treated; with ſo indecent Language, as 
cannot be excuſed in the very rudeſt of real 
and meer Country- Men. 
What he adds concerning Lethington, ſhall 
be examined in its due Place. Nothing 
hinders me now from conſidering the famous 
Teſtimony of Buchanan, brought by our Au- 
thor to proye, That the Scots ſubſcribed ro the 
Religious Worſhip and Rites of the Church of 
ogland.' The Occaſion of which was 1 1 
nn | 238 | en 
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T 
= When Anno 1469," the wack, of Marriy, being 
= then in the North, had got Accounts of the 
= Duke of Norfolk's Conſpiracy, his Friends 
= preſſed him to retreat in Time and leave 
= the oppoſite Party. When Buchanan comes to 
give the Hiſtory of this Juncture, he, to find a 
= juſt Riſe to his Narration, returns ſeveral 
Years backward, diſcourſing thus. The State 
"Engliſh Affairs obliges me to look back a little; 
cauſe in theſe Times, the Intereſts of both Ring- 
= doms were ſo twiſted, that the Concerns of the 
one cannot be repreſented without the other. The 
= Scots ſome Tears before, being delivered from 
1 the Slavery of the French by the Engliſh A i- 
= ſtance, had ſabſcribed to the Religious Worſhip and 
EF Rites of the Church of England; and that ſur- 
= priſing Change in Affairs ſeemed to promiſe to Bri- 
tain Quietneſs and Reſt from all inteſtine Commo- 
tions and Factions x. Here the Thing is plainly 
= affirmed. But the Country-Marn asks, When 
and where they did ſubſcribe? I anſwer, we 
are not obliged to ſatisfy him in that: For as in 
& Philoſophy we can demonſtrate many Things, 
and know the Truth of ſome of them by infal- 
. lible Experience, and the Teſtimony of our 
"1 Wc" 5 __ - Senſes; 


— — 
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* Status rerum Anglicarum, hic, nos paulum divertere togit, 
quod eo tempore, adeo utriuſque regni proſpera ex adverſa conjuncta 
erant, ut altera ſine alteris explicari nequirent. Scoti ante aliquot 
annos, Anglorum auxiliis, e ſervitute Gallica liberati Religionis 
cultui c ritibus cum Anglis communibus ſubjcripſerunt : ea ſubita re- 
rum mutatio ſpondere videbatur Britanniam univerſam ab omni do- 
meſtico tumultu conquieturam. E continents vero, cc. Buchan, 714. 


BP (162) 5 
weak Jed yet Bestes bien able.c0, geg 
ſatisfactory Account” ot Explicatlon of the Ph. 
nome na, far leſs to anſwer: all the Difficulties, 
that have been urged againſt them. And as in 
Matters of Faith, it is ſufficient that we 
have Divine Authority for them; even ſo in 
Matters of Fact, which depend upon human 
Teſtimony, it is ſufficient we have ſuch Au- 
thority as ought not to be ſuſpected: And the 
eſent Caſe is ſuch. Buchanan, their own be- 
ved Buchanan, expreſly affirms it, and all the 


Reaſon in the World obliges us to think it could 


not be otherwiſe. The Negligence and Silence 
of other Hiſtorians can never weigh down the 
Ballance. How many Things do we now 
know certainly, about which our old Hiſto- 
rians were wholly ſilent? Are we not certainly 
aſſured of the Truth of many moſt important 
Pieces of Hiſtory, the contrary of which has 
been related by moſt or all of our Hiſtorians, 
as particularly the Marriages of Robert II? But, 
tho? we are not obliged to name the Place 
where, or the Time when, this Subſcription | 

to the Religion, Worſhip and Rites of the 
Charch of England was made; yet our inge- | 
nious Author has given Inſtances in Two Occa- 
ſions, either of which may probably ſatisfy the 
Difficulty. Tho? what the Conntry-Man has 
objected againſt the Firſt is very liable to Cen- 
ſure; yet avoid all unneceſſary Trouble, 1 
ſhall confme my felt to the Second. And I af- 
firm with our excellent Author, That the moſt 
| erg ra- 


coal ad ach Ane! is, That secretary 
Maitland and Sir Robert Melvil, who were ſent 
by the Scoriſh Lords, in the Beginning of No- 
vember 1559, to implore the Queen of England's 
ſtance, were impowered to agree, in Name 
of the whole Body, to this Union of Religion, 
if it ſhould be dẽmanded. It is certain from 
one of the Iaſtruct ions to the Commiſfioners for 
concluding the Treaty at Berwict, February 10, 
wor or that ſome Articles had been ſigned and a- 
greed to by Secretary Lethington in England; 
tho? we are no where told, what they were. 
The Countrj- Man, Page 81, tells us, They 
« were the ſame Articles which were confir- 
« med by the Commiſſioners ät Berwick, and 
< figned and ſea led after ward at Leith, May 10, 
41550 And that there is not the leaſt lati; 
6 —_— in that Treaty Which is recorded by 
an, P. 233, either that the Scots had fob- 
„ ſcribed or agreed to, or that the Exg liſb de- 
| 6 fired them 2 ſubſcribe, or agree to any the 
x leaſt Article, either concerning Religion in 
:neral,' or the/Worſhip and Teremonies of 
85 eligion in particular.“ I confeſs indeed 
there is none of the Public Articles that have 
any Reference to Religion ; and this makes it 
highly probable, ; yea-necefſary, that there ſhould 

h private Articles concernifg, it. The 


| . e was 8 Hhiefly ſought for and entred i into, 
upon ee of Religion, Phe Confenerat) 
was wot like the Pactions of worldly Men, but for 
the Canſe of God, and 9 arch and mar 


to. 
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164 
to be communicated on 


ly to the Tavourers of ſuch a 
Godly Conjunction. Both the Nature of the 
Thing, and the Teſtimony of Buchanan oblige 
us to believe, that Secretary. Martland ſigned 
a private Article, concerning Religion and Wor- 
ſhip, which was afterwards confirmed at Ber- 
wick, and at laſt fully agreed to, and ſigned 
(tho' in a ſeparate Article) by the Lords them - 
ſelves at Leith, 1560. And this removes all 
Difficulties, and even agrees with the Chrono- 
logy of Buchanan. The Countny- Man objects, 
That the Subſcription was Three Quarters of a 
Lear before: And our Author, foreſeeing this 
Difficulty, humbly. offered it to he conſidered, 
Whether it was not poſſible, that Buchanan 
« intended.not to lay any ſuch Streſs upon the 
% Word, liberati, as thereby to import, That 
« it was after the Accompliſhment of our De- 
liverance, that the Scots ſubſeribed; but 
« bringing in the whole Matter occaſionally, 
& where he mentions, it, and-intending to diſ- 
patch it in as few Words as he could, he did 
« not ſtand nicely upon the wording of it. 
And whoever conſiders the innumerable 
Blunders. of that Author in his Hiftory, will 
make no Difficulty to believe it. Does he not 
often contradict himſelf? as particularly when 
he ſays (a) P. 117. That Arthurs Oven was 
Templum Termini; and yet he had ſaid, P. 16. 
that it was not Templum Termini. It is certain 
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b F 
none of the Moderns Was Maſter of a more 
elegant Stile, nor underſtood the Purity of the 
Latin Language, better than Buchanan; yet if 
his Hiſtor came from his Hands, as we have 
it in all the Editions hitherto publiſhed, it will 
be ah evident Proof, that he was doting when 
he wrote it. But whatever be in this, if the 
Subſcription was made not only by Lethington 
and tho Commiſſioners at Berwick, but alſo by 
the Lords or their Commiſſioners at Leith, the 
Subſcription anſwers exactly to Buchanan's 
Time, and with the greateſt Propriety and 
Niceneſs he might have ſaid, and did ſay, 
Scoti, ante aliquot annos, Anglorum auxiliis, e 


ſervitute Gallica liberati, Religions cultui & ri- 


tibus cum Anglis communibus ſubſcripſerunt. 
& But ( ſays the Countij-Man) the uncontro- 
« verted Hiſtory of the Times, will not allow 
us to believe any ſuch Thing. Plainly, they 


* are not only ſilent of, but expreſly contradict᷑, 


« and deliver what is utterly inconſiſtent with 
«ſuch a Tranſaction. Which he endeavours 
to prove, Firſt, by asking, If it be credible, 
that no Hiſtorian but Buchanan alone, ſhould have 
tranſmitted the Memory of ſuch a Tranſattion ; 
nd not even Spotſwood ' himſelf, not Burnet, 
not Heylen, not Fuller, tho? they had all an 
Intereſt to ſerve, as well as a Stor) to tell? 
I have told him already, T hat it is not ſuffieient 
Proof, that a thing was not, becauſe the Hi- 
ſtorians are ſilent about it, no not ſuppoſe they 


mould all contradict it. How many da 
A have 


F (166 ) | 

have been found to be falſe, which have been 
aſſerted by all our Hiſtorians? Whoever ſhall 
look into Federe Anglie, will eaſily be convin- 
ced of this: And beſide the Omiſſions and 
real Faults, both of out ownand the Engliſb Hi. 
ſtorians, which have been already ſupplied and 
corrected from authentic Charters and other 
Documents; we ſhall —_——— 
in the Second Volume of the Score: Herver, 
Which is impatiently expected from the .moſt 
learned and ingenious Author. And I doubt 
not but we may get from the Fædera Angliæ a 
clearer View of the Affairs of theſe Times, we 
are now diſcourſing of, than we have had 
1 from all the Hiſtorians Scoriſb or 
But Secondly, he ſays, Xing Charles I. in his 
large Declaration, gives an Arcoant of the In- 
ducements he had to believe, that the Liturgy ſent 
down, Anno 1637, would meet with a find Re- 


ception; bat he has not o Ward that the Engliſh Li. 


targy had been /ubjeribed to by the Scots Nation. 
But it is plain from the very Reaſons the Coun 
t- Man ſets down out of the Declaration, that 
the King's Delign was to ſhow he had reaſon to 
think, 12 the Practice of the Scots at that 
Time, that they would eaſily have complied 
with the Liturgy: And thereſore it cannot be 
wondred at, that he did not mention this Tran 
action or any other that concerned only their 
Progenitors. Many of theſe of the beſt Qua- 
« lity, had been uſed with the LR, 
vw | dot 
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& both at London and upon the 


«pet at Holy-r ood-howſe, and in the Cathedral of 
St. Andrew's, and had been uſed by ſome of 
& the Biſhops" in their Ordinations: And the 
Stoss Eiturgy being the ſame in Subſtance 
« with that, he had thought no Body would 


« take Exceptions at it. Now all theſe Rea- 


ſons are taken from the Inclination and Practice 
of the People of thoſe Times, and it would 
have been impertinent to have brought in the 
Practice of their Fore-fathers 77 Years before. 
F have heard of Men who differed as much 
from themſelves, in a very few Days, as the 


Scots, Anno 1637. did from their Anceſtors | 


Anno 1 560. COP 

He pretends in the zd Place, That they have 
the fulleſt Evidence from the moſt Public Do- 
cuments that can be imagined, that the Scots 
neither did, nor can be reaſonably ſuſpected to 
have ſubſcribed the Exgliſb Liturgy, either 
immediately upon our Deliverance from the 
French, or any Time after it. This he un- 
dertakes to prove by a plain Deduction of the 
Hiſtory. © We were delivered from the 
« French (faith he) by the Treaty at Leith, 
« July 8th, 1560 : And we find, from the laſt 
“ Article of that Treaty, that the Commiſſio- 
« ners would not touch the Articles concer- 


© ning Religion preſented for the Part of the 


«Nobility and People of Scotland, hut referred 
them to their Majeſties: And Sir James Bal- 


% four, 


pen the Road to and 
from it. It had been frequented at his Cha- 


* 


[68 2 5 
&* four, in his MS. Annals, ad An. 1560, ſays; 
n all theſe Articles they did not meddle wh 
« Religion for diverſe Reſpetts.” Henee in- 
deed it is evident enough, that there was no 


Public Article of that Treaty relating 
to Religion: But on the other Handy it 
is as plain, that there were Articles concerning 
Religion preſented on the Part of the Nobility 
and People of Scotland, which were referred 
to their Majeſties; and who knows, but'the 
Article, about Conformity to the Worſhip and 
Kites of the Church of England, was one of 
them? But whatever was of that, it is cer- 
tain, notwithſtanding. the Public Articles, 
ſubſcribed by the Commiſſioners at Leith, 
there might have been Articles, ſubſcribed by 
the Scots and Exgliſh Commiſſioners privately, 
agreeable to their League, and that, amongſt 
the reſt, concerning the Liturgy and Ceremonies + 
of the Charch of England. | n 
Tho! I am not all obliged: to follow him in 
the reſt of his Hiſtory, yet I ſhall neverthe- 
| lefs accompany him with ſome few ſhort Re- 
marks. He proceeds to prove, that the Sub- 
ſcription could not have been after the Treaty of 
Leith,“ Becauſe the Church drew up, and the | 
6 Parliament ratified a Confeſſion of Faith, which, 
« in one Clauſe, ſubverts the whole Doctrine 
« of unialtituted Ceremonies, Declaring. that 
« evil Works are not only ſuch as are expreſly done 
| 6& againſt GO D's Commandment, but ſuch alſo a 
« in Matters of Religion and worſhipping of GOD, 


„ have 
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«habe no other A rance e but the Invention and 
4 Op inion Man, which GOD from the Begin- 
2 ' hath ever rejected“ The Meaning of this 
1 ae 66 Kore than that all Things obtru- 
0 as E Carla Parts of Worſhip and Religion, 
without Divine Authority, are to be condem- 
ned: And to extend it to indifferent Ceremonies ' 


{hd Circumſtances, ' for the more decent and 


ordefly Performance of Worſhip, were to make 
them condemn all the Churches of the. World, 
ſince the e of Chriſtianity... The Coun- 
ty Man in Earn ro the 558 ſubjoin- 
2 to iſ 14 Sacra," ſeu Ritus Miniſterii in Ec- 
cleſiaPere 5; 5 Francofprdiz ad Mznum,c. 
An. 5 J. that choſe at Francfort elſeved that 
the C 1175 had Power to inſtitute, continue, or 
reject Rites and Ceremonies in the Worſhip, as 
it thou; ht moſt fit a d expedient. Nam Init, 
% ulld authoritgy perbi Dei nitantar, credit 
| (Eccleſia) * amm ain | 725 Aatam authoritatem tollen- 
| di vel reingndi. And again, Commendat enim 


Foo | non vjolat 2 @rgmoniarum externarum in 


$ Eccleſi in varjetas.. 1 7 09 towards the End; Ete- 


g nim at ſapra 200%; im, in (e'emonits 25 re- 
5 . bus Codes omnibus ſumma e /t Eecleſiæ £ libertas, 


| rantum omnia ſerviant Le aihon * ordini ac de- 


| coro. Now if that Latis Lirurgy was a Tran- 
y ſation of an En gliſh one, which Knox and his 


| en tion = ule of at Franiforr, as the 
1 pretends then Mr. Kzox could 
1 condemn, in his Confeſſion of Faith, all 


ex- 


9. 


e 

expreſly enjoined, 5 the A But altho? 
this be a very good Argument ad hominem (as 
5 in the Schools) againſt the Country- 
Jan; yet I ſhall beg Leave to inform the Rea- 
der, That as the Admonition is no Part of the 
Liturgy, ſo it is not of the ſame Authority with 
it: It was only added by the Tranſlator, as is 
plain from his ſpeaking of himſelf in the fingu- 
lar Number. v. g. Han porro Liturg iam non 
omnibus probari baud equidem ig noro: And again, 
protude hortor & obſecro, &c. Neither can be- 
lieve that the Tranſlation of the Liturgy. was 
made from an Exgliſb one, but only from the 
French. Fuller tells us (a), That the Exgliſb 
Exiles came firſt to Francfort, June 24, 1554, 
and got the Uſe of the French Church there by 

Turns with the French Proteſtants on the 14t 
olf Jah following. Nox came not to Franefort 
| before ( November : And ſome Hiſtorians in- 
| form us, that Kyox was the chief Contriver of 
| the Liturgy uſed by the Exgliſh Exiles, there. 
| It ſeems therefore moſt like to Truth, that this 
Latin Copy was rather done by ſome French- 
Man, and from the French Original. For the 
Preface bears Date September the Eirſt (Kal. Sept.) 
more than Two Months before Kyox's coming, 
and they might juſtly enough call it Peregrino- 7 
rum Liturgia (tho, they had meant by Stran-. 
gers, not only the French. themſelves, but alſo | 
the Engliſh) becauſe the Uſe of the Church had 
been granted to the Engliſh, on this Condition, 5 


1 
— 4 * — 2 * 
4 4 V 


* 
— 


z: „„ 
„ , CY * 
f 4 K 
* 


— 


(a) B. 8. P. 27. 


Y Calderwood, P. 3. 


— * „ A » 0 6 | nds ads. of 3 ed _ 
of ” 4 * 


* — 
2 
585. — 2 —— —ä———ꝓ— ͤ e— — — 
= 


* 


— — 


r ir and nts, Loos Las A 


od 4 f and partly of the Book of Eng land, 


+ . 
* 
- 
o 


& thi 


& That they ſhould not difſent from the” French in 
Doctrine or Ceremony: But it looks on the o- 


ther Hand very improbable, that the Engliſh, in 


= Six Weeks Time, did not only compile a Li- 
turgy in Exgliſþ, and got it printed; but alſo 
got the ſame tranſlated into Latin, and printed 
= 21ſo.ButHe)!:» puts the Matter beyond all Doubt: 
For he tells us expreſly 7c), © In theſe Tran: 
* © faftions ſome of the Francfort Schiſmatics 


« deſire, that all Divine Offices might be exe- 


& © cured according to the Order of Geneva, 
= © which Kzox by no Means would yield unto, 
4 thinking himſelf as able to make a Rule f 
= © his own Congregation as any Calvin of them 


* 


&« all.----- But in the End, to give Content ro 


„ ſuch as remained affected to the former (Eu. 


« gliſb) Liturgy, it was agreed upon, that a 
“ mixt Form, conſiſting partly of the Form of 


« ſhould be digeſted and received till the Firſt 
« of April.“ As to what the Country-Man adds 
concerning our Author's ſubſcribing us 
Confeſſion of Faith, he may know, that our Au- 
thor and the reſt of the Epiſcopal Clergy ſwore 
to that Confeſſion, only ſo far as it was agreea- 
ble to the Scriptures : For this was one of the 
Parts of that Explication of the Teſt, which was 
given them by the King and Privy-Council, 
who had undoubted Authority, according to 


bur expreſs Law, to explain Acts of Parliament. 
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aaly. He add «ty, hurch agreed to, 
ſubſcribe 00 


4 and the Nobi ity ed the Firſt. Book 


| wh 13 2 . a) i. Fs \ : 4 44+... 
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" , 


and Adminiſtration, gf ; the Sacraments, the 


Book of Diſcipline, 4 ratified. the common 


“ Order of Geneva,” I have already ſhown, 
that the Book of Diſcipline was Mate. in ri. 
dicule, and called a Devout Imagination, an 

was neither Law Civil nor Eccleſiaſtical, Tho- 
it was declared by this Book, That it appertain= 
eth to the People, and to every ſeveral. ong reg a- 


tion, to elect their Miniſter: And tho' Patrona ges 


were condemned by the Second Book of Diſci- 


pline, as contrary to the Word of G O P, yet 


they ſtill obtained in Scotland until the rebelli- 
ous Convocation in 1649. He adds, That S. 
J. Balfour tells, The Nobulity promove, this Year 
1560, the Reformation according to that of Ge- 


neva eſtabliſhed by. Calvin. That Knox was 
very ſanguine for the Order of Geneva, and 
that by his Influence, and for worldly Motives 


of Intereſt, ſome ot the Nobility began to be 
inclined that Way, cannot be denied. Vet it 
is certain from the Book of Diſcipline. it ſel 
that the Genevan Liturgy Was only in ſome o 
i. e And the 7 05 Ab of Aſſem - 
ly, eſtabliſhing it, is in December 25, 1562, 
* that only — as pes wel | Merge 
and Barial of the Dead, And as if the AQt had 
not been ſtrong enough for turning out of the 
Enghb Liturgy, the Alfembly, December 1564 
found themſelves concerned to make another 
. e 


* 


* 
M | 


Acc, -ordaining every SY * 
Order of Cee in 32 Marriage, and A4. 
miniſtration of the Sacraments ; where, :Prayers, 
not mentioned. 1 in the former AQ, are added. 
Neither needs it to be wondered at, that, they 
chang 5 their Conduct ſo ſoon: For the Conn 
try- elf tells us from Spotſmood, That 
Fe Elizaberh was in Jealouſy of the Scots, 
leſt they ſhould not ſtand to the Bea of Leith. 
and complained of their. Delays in ratifying the. 
4550 and this near 4 Tear 6560 the C: e 
being at. London. 8 75 | 
7 His la Argument is from the E Firlt, nil 
t i of Perth, Anno. 1618, Where it is is {al 
i- WE Churth had uſed ſince the. Ref, formate of R 0 
1 to celebrate the LOR D's 91206 to the. People 
= ſicting.. It is not to be doubted, but Kos, who 
had an early and violent Scruple againſt knee- 
= 15 at the Sacrament, would uſe his utmoſt 
= Efforts againſt: the decent and, devout Poſture, 
and perh 12 it was the Firſt of the Rites which 
came to N which, might be done 
+ Without omitting one Word of the, Ber vice; and 
therefore it mig be faid; with. ] de that 
oy ever ſince the Reformation, that 
to the more ordinary. icception the W Words, 
| Face the Public Eſtabliſhment, of it, kneeljy 
"was not u ſed : But this — of ao Aggie ink 
the Biſhop's Teſtimony as all the reſt... 
. Th Me are at length happily: brought ro the Counc 
1 + fry-Man *s laſt Effort, and that is to try if Buch- 
by. ag 's Words are 1 not fairly capable of g 
1 £ Dt «4 | nie, 


See, as may agree with all other Hiſtory. 


= neral, That the Scots, after their Delivery 
* Emliſb, by Act of Parliament, eſtabliſhed 


Las the Exgliſb had done the Year before. 


Com- Man and all his Party. He adds, 1 : 


| Parliament by the Verb ſubſcribo; and Religion 


'C 194 ) 


And he affirms,” That there is no more 
meant by Bachanans Words but this fair Ge- 


cc from the French, by the Aſſiſtance of the 


2 
* 
And hie ſays, This Senſe of the Words i a Truth: 
and he adds, That it is the only Truth that can 
be tontained in his Words, That it is a Truth no 
Body will deny: But that it is a Truth and the 
6nly Truth, that Buchanan intended to expreſs, 
Has not been ſhown, nor can be proved by the 


« the Reformed Religion among themſelve 


4 That this Senſe agrees exactly with Bucha- 
“ zan's Stile in other Places, and with his Con- 
«text in that Place. This is indeed to the 
Purpoſe, and if he prove as well as he affirms, 
IL, for my Part, will frankly yield Bachanan's 
Teſtimony to him. For the Proof of that, he 
thinks no more needful, but to ſhow, that 
Buchanam uſually expreſſes an Act or Deed of 


in general, Whether Pore or Reformed, as his 
Subject leads him, by the Words, cultus, ritus, 
ceremonta, and the like, without Reference to a 
Ettargy of any Kind. There is no Doubt, ſab- 
ſeribo, by a Metaphor, may ſignify any Thing, 
that is equivalent to ſigning or ſubſcribing ring 
Men; and therefore thoſe, who confented to, an 

yotedfor an Act of Parliament, may be very _ 
j 12 | | 1 
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ſaid Ordinam decretis Aer at., Neither is it 


to he doubted, but Religion in general may be 
very well expreſſed: by Cultus: Yea, the particu- 
lar Religion of a Sect or Country may be clearly 
enough ſignified by Ritus or Ceremonies; but 


never ſo as to ſignify the Religion, that is, a 


Syſtem or Number of Principles or Opinions, in 


Manner after which it is performed; or .exclu- 
ding the Rites, Ceremonies, and Circum- 


| ſtances that are uſed in it. When Seton ſays 


of Tiberius, Externas cæremoni as, Egy ptios, Ju: 


daicoſque ritus compeſcuit; the Meaning is, 


diſcharged and reſtrained the Public Worſhip 
of the Egyptians and Jews, according to their 
# own Rites and Ceremonies. This is evident 
from the following Words: Coat## qui ſuper- 
tit ione ea tenebantur religioſas veſtes cum inſtru- 
= mento omni comburere. Ritus and Cæremontæ are 
put to ſignify Religion, by the ſame Eigure 
that the Part is put for the Whole, and there- 
fore can never exclude that which is properly 
4 ſigniſied by them. And this I ſhall confirm 
from the very Inſtances, that the Country- Man 
haas cited from Buchanan. When it is ſaid, 
that there was a Conſpiracy of all Europe in 
= majorum ritibus & caremoniis propug nandis, would 
it not be ridiculous to interpret it ſo, as that 
there Was a Conſpiracy to defend and maintain 
the Creeds only of that Church; but in the mean 
Time to ſuffer every Body to Worſhip G O D, 
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by whatſoever Liturgy, Rites and D 
F F they 


of 


Oppoſition to the Worſhip and the Way and 
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they pleaſed? PR Corry: Mars Gloss is, That 
it mar for fapport ing Popory i in the e groſs, Hot an uni | 
UGrſal Liniigy* For, ſaith” he, J Times, "of Po- 
ee ee, „0d 151 and England 
Spur or Nve, be anton d 40 the Nebb! a Der of 
Sarum, York; Thwol| Hereford' and Bangor. 
But What, T pray, does he underſtand by bo- 
1 che gros? 1 hope he will not defiy; 

the Order of Public Worſhip, the man 
Rites and Ceremonies obſerved in CO 
Church, area Part and not a ſmall Part of Fo- 
pony. All th many Litamgies he talks of, are 
ſubſtantially che ſame; and if he will be plea 
Gd to compare the Books in uſum Sarum, with 
the öfdingty Breviaty, Mi ale and Rituale, he 
ſhall ſoor:be*convineed'of it! But tho there 
had been the greateſt Difference; yet every one 
of them Was allowed and + authoriſed: by that 
Church. We do not infer,” that the Scots ſub- 
feribed to ohe ſingle Litbigy, (for that the 
Country. un muſt mean by an univerſal Li- 
turgy) from Buchanan's W Gods abſtractly and 
preciſely taken, but as reſtricted by the Subject. 
If che Chureh 'of Eng land had authoriſed ws 
or moe Liturgies; then our ſubſcribing to the 
Religious Worſhip and Rites of England, would 
have obliged us to perform Divine Service by 
any one of theſe. "Bur ſeeing the Queen and 
Parliament had eſtabliſhed only one "Liturgy, 
hence it is We infer, That the Scots ſubſcribed 
to that one. Again, when Buchanan ſays of 
e and * who :took the Oath for the 
$ King, 
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King, That he ſhould maintain the Religion recei- 


vel, jurarunt eum doctrinam & ritus religionis, 
qui tum pablice dot ebantur quoad poſſet ſervatu- 
rum. The Meaning is, they ſwore, That the 


King ſhould maintain the Kjrt of Scotland in its 


Dettrine, Worſhip, Government and Diſcipline : 
And I refer it to the Brethren, if this be not a 
true Senſe ofa Coronation Oath. Gordon pro- 
miſed to reduce all the Northern Parts of Scot- 
land ad veteres cæremoni as; and again he rene w- 
ed his Promiſes de inſtaurandis ritibus Roma- 


nis. The Country-Man ſays, Popery in general 


is meant in the Firſt, and ſimply reſtoring of Po- 
pery in the laſt Place: But could Popery 
be reſtored without reſtoring the Maſs, 
or the other Parts of the Worſhip, with 
the Rites and Ceremonies belonging to them ? 
Spotſwood tells us, That the Queen Regent 
„granted, that People ſhould not be conſtrai- 


„ ned againſt their Mind in Matters of Religi- 


« on.” Which in Buchanan's Stile runs, at ne- 
mo cogeretur cæremoniis quas nolit uti, Now the 
Senſe of both is, that the Reformed ſhould not 
be forced to go to Maſs, or join in the Public 
Worſhip of the Romiſh Church contrary to their 
Conſciences. Pietatis adverſus Deum cultus, in 
the Regent's Character is Piety and Godlinefs : 


Many ſtood in Fear of their Life from the Car- 
dinal ob diverſum Religionis cultum; and the 


Cardinal knew, that many of the Nobility | 
were alienated from him, ob diverſum pietatis 
cultum. The Meaning of which is, as the 


Conntr 'y- 


2 
Country. Man ſays, 1 they differed in Religion 
from him: But the Difference in Religion can» 

tains in it a Diſſatisfaction with the Worſhi 
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which the Cardinal uſed ; and for that Reaſon 


the Phraſe is chiefly made uſe of. No Body 


ever affirmed, that cultus religionis ſignifics 
performing the Worſhip by a Laturgy': But 
when theſe Words are uſed to ſignify the 
Worſhip of GOD in a Church, and we are 
ſure that That. Church performs the Worſhip 
no otherwiſe, than by a Liturgy; in that 
Caſe, they mult infer the worſhipping of 


600 by that Liturgy. And thas I think, it 


may appear from the very Inſtances brought 
by our Author, that Buchanan never expreſſed 
by cultus, ritus & ceremonia, Religion in gene- 
ral, as he calls it, that is to ſay, the bare creden. 
da, or the ſpeculative Points of Religion, ex- 
cluding the Form of Public Worſhip and 
Rites. But I muſt add, that tho' the iatire 
Phraſe, religionis cultai & ritibus ſubſcribere 


had been uſed, and juſtly uſed by Buchanaz 
to. {ſignify Conſent to the Articles of Faith 


only, in other Places; yet it could never 
have been uſed by him in that Senſe... It will 
be owned by all that have any Knowledge of 
the Latin Tongue, that ſuppoſing Buchanan had 
had a Deſign to inform us, that the Scots did 


ſubſcribe to the Worſhip and Rites of the 


Church of Exg land, he could not have expreſſed 


it by more proper,lignificant,or clear Words, 


than thoſe he makes uſe of. He is famous 12 
; the 


, ; .* 
" . * 


the Elegancy of his Se” and that Stile cannot 
be elegant which is not clear and diſtin : To 
W expreſs Things ambiguouſly and obſcurely, is 
far from entring into the Character of a good 
Author. Can It be thought then, that Bu- 
thanay would have ſpoke ſo equivocally and 
unwarrily on ſo nice and important a Sub- 
jet? Polhtrates, and the othed Aſſatic Bi- 
ſhops, were excommunicated by Pope Victor, 
for obſerving Eaſter on the Fourteenth Day 
of the Moon; tho they agreed with the Ro- 
mib Church in all Matters of Faith; if, not- 
withſtanding, I ſhould fay, Religions cultus 
& ritus communes erant Polycrati, ceteriſq; A- 
ſiaticis Epiſcopis cum Etcleſia Romana, would 
not every Body laugh at me? One might as 
well ſay of the Greeks, who ſubſcribed to the 
Council of Florence, Religions cultui & ritibus 
cum Eccleſia Romana communibus ſubſcripſerunt, 
tho? it be moſt falſe; for no ſuch Thing was 
required of them: And at this Day, the lati- 
nized Greeks, Maronites, and other Eaſtern 
4 Chriſtians, perform their Worſhip in Rome it - 
ſelf, by their own Litargies, and with their 
— . own Rites and Ceremontes. Buchanan knew 
very well the vaſt Difference betwixt the Eng- 
= liſh Worſhip and Rites, and theſe of Geneva; 
and if he had been to expreſs the Act of the 
_ Emxgliſh Parliament, eſtabliſhing rhe Proteſtant 
Religion, Tam fure he would never have ex- 
preſſed it by theſe Words, Regni ordines reli- 
gionis cultui & ritibus cam Genevenſi Eccleſia 
1 cm- 
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communibus ſubſcripſerunt; and conſequently, 
be could 7 underſtood by =, 2 
the famous Teſtimony, any other Thing, than 
that the Scots ſubſcribed to the Religious Worſhip 
and Rites of the Church of England. The Coun- 
try- Man pretends to give a Way of ſpeaking, 


parallel to this of Bachanan's, in the Inſcripti- 


on of the Letter, December 1556, ſent by the 


Church of Scotland to the Church of Zxgland, 


which runs thus: The Superintendents, Mini- 
ſters and Commiſſioners of the Church within the 


Realm of Scotland, to their Brethren the Biſhops 
and Paſtors of England, who have renounced the 
Roman Antichriſt, and do profeſs with them the 
Lord Jeſus in Sincerity, If to renounce the 
Roman Antichriſt, and profeſs with them the 


Lord Jeſus in Sincerity, be the ſame with ob- 
| ſerving the Rites and Worſhip of the Church 


of Exgland, then the two Ways of ſpeaking are 
certainly parallel, and no otherways. Howe- 
ver, this I gather from the Inſcription, That 


the Church of Scotland even at that Time owned 


the Church of England to be a true Church, and 


her Communion to be a lawful Communian. 
And ſo we come to conſider the Context, 


which, the Country-Man fancies, requires the 
Senſe, that he has given to the Words: For 


«. inſtantly (ſaith he) after the above Paſſage 


« Buchanap tells us, That upon the ſaid Tran- 
“ faction, Pope Pius IV. preſently took the 
“ Alarm, and with Might and Main ſtirred up 
* France and Spain againſt Queen Elizabeth. ” 


And 
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And then he asks, What was it ſtartled his Holi- 
neff on this Occaſion? Was the Church of Scotland 
ever the further from Rome, that ſhe had ſubſeri- 
bed to the Engliſh Litargy? Truly, in my Opi- 
nion, ſhe was further from Rome, and if ſhe had 
adhered to her Subſcription, would have been 
in leſs Hazard of returning to her. Does not 
the Country-Man own, that F. Paul makes the 
Pope's Fear and Trouble to have proceeded 
from the Scots revolting from his Obedience, by 
eſtabliſhing the Reformation, which the Exg- 
liſh Aſſiſtance had enabled them to do. Now 
was not the joining with England in Religion, 
Worſhip and Rites, a plain Demonſtration of 
their renouncing the Pope's Authority, and em- 
bracing the Reformation? But beſides, the Po 
ſaw by Experience, how much the Proteſtant 
Intereſt was already weakned by their own 
Diviſions and Contentions; and therefore he 
could not but be more vexed, that Scotland and 
England were thus ſo cloſely united in all the 
Parts of Religion, and ſaw there was no Hope 
of making a Tool of Scotland to give Queen Eli- 
zabeth Diſturbance behind her Back, as Bucha. 
nan obſerves there. If the Reformation firmly 
united the Two Nations, then much more 
would this perfect Agreement in all Things, not 
only of Doctrine, but alſo Worſhip, make it 
the more ſtrong and laſting; and conſequently 
more terrible to the Pope. So that the true 
Senſe of Bachanan's Words agrees with the 
Context much better, than that of the Country- 


Man, 


Huis unjuft Infinuations here, which have been 


- "Man; 1 am not at leiſure to cenſute Him for 


many times proved to be void of all Truth. 

Only I cannot altogether neglect, what he men- 
tions concerning an Edition of the Fundamental 
Charter of Prechrery under another Name. TI 
can aſſure him, the Whole of that Matter is this: 
Tho? that Book met with kind Reception both 
in Scotland and England, yet the Bookſeller ha- 


ving cauſed. print a great Number of Copies, 
anda 


| few remaining in his Cuſtody not ſold, he, 
without the Knowledge of the Author or his 
Friends, cauſed print a New Title-Page with 


that new Title, Presbytery untmiſted to the Bot- 


tom, &c. So that it ſeems not very becoming 
a Chriſtian to accuſe ſo great a Number of Men, 
a uſing unconſcionable Methods, and that for a 
'Thing, of which they were as innocent as the 
_ Country-Man himſelf. It is now high Time to 


- conclude ; and therefore I refer it to the candid 
Reader to determine, whether the Country- Man 


has not reckoned before his Hoſt, or if he had 


Reaſon to hope, that he had by his Performance put 


an End for ever to that Argument for the Reception 
7 the Engliſh Litargy in Scotland, taken from our 
Reformers Approbation or Uſage of tt, 

If the Conntry-Max thinks fit to make a Re- 
ply, and bring any thing new, that deſerves 
to be conſidered, I ſhall not decline to give my 


meet with nothing but Evaſions, Scoffs and 
Reproaches ; as 1 have taken all poſſible _ 
508 8 RE tthat 


Thoughts about it: But if.inſtead of that, 
| 
| 


; * ? 


that his Darts ſhall be thrown in the Dark, 
he conſequently miſs his Mark; fo not 
that Nature ſhall ever oblige me to give 


- 


any other Return, than my hearty Prayers for 
his Repentance and Pardon. 25 
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4 AGE 9. Line 5. read, and his. P. 10. 
4 IL. 15.7. not willing. P. 11. L. 7. dele, 
11 as. id. Note, The Country hs 
- Words begin, I find. ib. L. penult, r. unaccoun- 
) table. P. 13. L. 14. r. Public. P. 16. L. 6. r. 
1 Communion-Book. P. 37. L. 20. 7. is not. 
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